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This book is a sustained attempt to sho^v that there 'was in 
1920—21 a definite conspiracy to invite the Amir of Afghanistan 
*to invade this country and that Gandliiji and the Ali Brothers 
were the leaders of that conspiracy, that this conspiracy to 
^establish Muslim Raj in India or at any rate, the mentality 
behind it still continues, that this fact is conclusively established 
by Gandliiji’s article in the “Harijan” dated the 18th October 
1940, that Gaudhiji in spite of liis absolute sincerity and his 
^indoubted patriotism is the victim of a crael hallucination which 
makes him believe, that he is the prophet of a New Age, born to 
'Shape erring humanity into the jDattern of Truth and Non-violence, 
that Providence has specially commissioned him to achieve 
that consummation; that this unconscious, cruel but none tlie 
less real self-deception results in making the Mahatma an in- 
corrigible egotist and in creating in liis heart an irrepressible crav- 
ing for a domination over men’s minds reckless of consequences 
and that by tliis insatiable though unconscious lust for domina- 
tion he has brought into existence an absolute stalemate in Indian 
politics, a communal tension in the worst and the most aggravated 
form, an accentuation of the slave mentality in the masses, a " 
Aurtual collapse of the intelligentsia and a tightening of foreign 
fetters round India’s feet; but with all that he has achieved 
his object, Gandhiji is to-day for millions the Mahatma a 
MESSIAH, a Propliet, the Herald of a New Age and that is 
what he wanted, 

2. The author makes no secret that he is full}^ cbmunced 
•of the conspiracy between the Ali Brothers and the jMahatma. 
This conspiracy, according to the author, was inspired hy the 
•excessive religious zeal of the Ali Brothers and it was also the 
result of the absurd lengths to which the Jlahatma was pre- 
pared to go in order to purchase, if he could, the support of the 
Muslims in the pursuit of his role of a phantom Proplietship. 
The evidence that the autlior has collected in support of tliis 
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convicUou is vorictl. It is largely documented. It is marshalled 
from the speeches, articles and actions of the main conspirators 
and of independent onlookers. The full significance of this evi- 
dence was not noticed in the years 1020-21 ; or rather the Afghan 
intrigue Avas considered so patriotic during the political excite- 
ment of those days that the menace to India’s freedom involved! 
therein Avas ignored. But the evidence cliallcnges attention. 
Any attempt to brush it aside will be a fatal error. 

tl. The ardent devotees of the illahntma will be shocked 
by the contents of this book. They AA-ill verj’^ likely raise their 
luinds in horror at the ‘irlipudcncc’ of the Avritcr and probably 
Avorse of the Avritcr of this ForcAvord. They Avill consider 
this publication a sacrilege, profane beyond conception. To- 
their bcIicA’ing minds nothing Avill appear more impossible, 
nothing more false or malicious than to attribute such conduct- 
to the Mahatma. To cliargc the “Apostle of the Ncav Age” AA-ith 
the heinous crime of treachery to his oAvn country and especially 
to the folIoAvcrs of his oAvn professed Faith, Avould appear to- 
them to be the Avork of malice or perA’ersity or both. Ea'cd 
the detached render Avill be inclined to be sceptical. But the 
book is not to be dismissed in such supercilious fashion. 

4, It should of course be obvious tliut the JIahatma cannot 
be consciously guilty of any such crime against liis country, 
that Gandhiji, the champion of Truth and Non-violence, thc- 
one Indian Avho stood up to the racial arrogance of the Africander-, 
who has raised the moral stature of the Indian people since 1020-21 
by exhorting them to be courageous at the cost of their lives, AvhO- 
first taught India the apparently formidable but really futile 
Aveapon of resistance to the mighty British Empire in the form 
of Civil Disobedience — is it CA'en concciAmblc, millions aaHI ask, 
that such a superman could have perpetrated a foul act 5f 
treachery to his country and its people ? 

♦5. And yet there is little doubt that such apparent 
contradictions arc perfectly compatible. Leaders of any 
movement Avith the spirit of crusaders in them are quite fre- 
quently men of unusual disinterestedness. They Avill be prepared, 

•With aoknowledgmenta to Bertrand Jtnseell (Vide Lis book ‘Roads to Freedom’)- 
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in pui'suit of their ideals to suffer untold hardships and to rise 
to unparalleled heights of sacrifice. Wealth, reputation and 
exalted careers could be at their feet, but they will disdain them 
for the cause, ^^^latcvcr errors occur in the details in their 
jpersonal lives they are, where the cause is concerned, as clear 
as crystal. These pioneers, for the best part of their lives, 
•experience prison and exile which tliey deliberately invite. By 
sample and precept they show to the world that the liope which 
inspired their conduct was not for themselves but for mankind. 
Such undoubtedly is the i\Iahatma. 

*^0. Nevertheless though the deske for human welfare is 
what determines tlie broad lines of the action of such men, 
“their method of work once formed becomes wooden and it makes 
them dogmatic, intolerant and even fanatical- They become 
•embittered by the opposition and disappointments wlxich they 
•encounter in theu' endeavour to bring happiness to the world. 
The more certain they arc of the purity of tlieir motives and the 
truth of their gospel, the more indignant will they become when 
their preaching is rejected or opposed. Often, they will success- 
fully achieve an attitude of philosophic tolerance as regards 
.apathy of the masses and even as regards the wholehearted 
•opposition of professed defenders of the status quo. But the 
men whom they find it impossible to forgive are those who 
profess the same desire for amelioration of society as they feel 
themselves and yet do not accept their method of achieving 
better. The intense faith which enables tliem to withstand 
prosecution for the sake of their belief makes them consider 
these beliefs to be so luminously obvious that any thinking men 
who reject them must be dishonest and actuated by some sinister 
motive of treachery to the cause. Hence arises that spirit of 
the sect, that bitter, narrow, orthodoxy amongst these leaders 
of mankind. The personal ambition which they" ruthlessly 
mortify and suppress in the choice of their career is reborn in 
another form. It returns to them in a conviction of their in- 
falliability. The men who have sacrificed most for the benefit 
of mankind appear to be actuated by an implacable hatred of 

♦With acknowledgments to Bertrand Russell ( Vide liia book ‘Roads to Freedom’). 
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the opponent and by a determination for intellectual domina- 
tion; while preaching freedom of thought they insist on a 
conformity which stilles free exercise of thought. Those who have- 
begun with a determination to fight for freedom end by becoming- 
themselves despotic. The ambition for wealth, power and authority 
so carefully smothered and suppressed and an intense desire for 
the freedom of the country so religiously cherished by the Mahatma 
have brought about a subtle and insidious hallucination in him 
that he is the modern mtssiah, tliat Nature and Providence 
have commissioned him to be so and that those who do not 
accept his mission must be condemned as faithless and must 
therefore be destroyed. The Mahatma Iras brought to bear 
on his mission a new and characteristic strategy. He has been 
able successfully to conceal his hatred and prejudices against 
his opponents under the lofty poses of Love, Truth and Non- 
violence and by the amazing gentleness of Iris language towards-, 
them. This ostentatious deference to his adversaries serves- 
his purpose and often turns the adversary into an ardent admirer.. 
But the whole strategy is a mask, unconscious but a mask still.- 
The method of defeating the adversary is deadly in its precision. 
And aU this is superimposed by a speetacular austerity of life. 
The result is not in doubt. The trick is done. The magic tells., 
The adversary is duped and the conjuror carries the day, 
Mr. Mohandas Karamchand Gandhi becomes the Mahatma. 

7. To penetrate behind this veil of saintliness which conceals 
a relentless purpose requires no small degree of patient research 
and courage. Tire author possesses both these ; he has come- 
fonvard to tear the mask with a resolute will that vdU not be 
diverted of its purpose. 

8. In 1914, after his abortive attempt in London to help 
the British Government in the last world war, and having already 
before that time said farewell to South Africa, the Mahatma 
returned to India wth the Irallucination that he was destined 
to become a Prophet. He started Ids mission with the determina- 
tion to destroy all who stood in his way always under the guise^ 
of the most high sounding doctrines. It will be remembered 
that he began by professing to be an humble follower of the- 



lute Goklmlc and iasiimatccl Iiiniself with the Liberal:^ 
so successfully Ihnl ninuy of llicn\ began to believe that wlintcvcr 
the faults of the Mahatma he was at least honest and that lie 
was therefore to be preferred to llic Tilakilc school whose mctliods 
both llic Liberals and the r^Ialiatma considered to be not free from 
blame. Ily thus inpratinting lumself in their favour he destroyed 
the Liberal Parly in Die course of a few years. So subtle was 
the process that some of the followers of the late Mr. Gokhalc 
were apt to regard the Mahatma to he an xinofllcinl member of 
the Serv'anis of India Society. I wonder whether they do so 
now. I do not wish to speculate what the late I\Ir. Gokliale 
liimseir would have thought, if he could come to life again, of a 
follower who has destroyed the old Indian National Congress 
of 1885 and in its place has set up a dictatorship with its 
monstrosities of ** the blank cheque'^ and "" 7\cithcT siippoH nor 
opposc'^^ theories. Everybody knows that the Liberal Party 
has become today the shadow of its former self, if it is not 
wholly destroyed, largely tlirough the Mahatma. 

D, He next professed an intense admiration for the late 
Lokmanya Tilak and although he found it difllcult to swallow 
the latter in tlic beginning, he persisted in his efforts in his own 
subtle manner and cx]n*osscd the highest regard for the 
iulcllcclual supremacy of the late Lokmanya, thereby sug- 
gesting that the ethical argument was on the ^lalmtma’s side. 
A lofty moral pose proclaimed from the housc-toi), although 
honoured more in the breach than in observance, struck the 
unwary into mute admiration and weakened tlic opponent. 
So long as Lokmanya was alive, the ^Inlmtma preferred on 
the whole to lie low, but ncvcrtliclcss went on with his clever 
gamcofmiid-ihrowing against that great man. Unhappily in 1920, 
Lokmanya Tilak died and the ]Mahatma got the chance of a 
life-time. lie paid the most flattering compliments to the mcmoiy 
of Lokmanya Tilak, started what is called the Tilak Swarajya Fund 
and collected a crorc of rupees in order ostensibly to perpetuate 
liis memory but really to destroy it. It is common knowledge 
that cverj^* single one of tliis crorc of rupees was spent in artfully 
discrediting and trcachcro\isly stabbing Lokmanya Tilak ’s 
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philosoph 3 \ With that sum, he created vested interests for his 
so-called philosoplij^ of faith against reason. *\Vlien the Mahatma 
cannot subdue, he cajoles and coaxes until lois %dctims themselves 
get trapped by his strategy. Rabindranath Tagore, Shastri, 
Sapni, Malaviyaji, Radhakrishnan and many more are the 
victims of this strategj^ 'VMien coaxing fails, he would stoop 
still further to conquer and api:>ear to yield as he did in the case 
of Deshbandhu Das and !Motilal Neliru, both of whom he 
ultimately swallowed. Those Avho still survive his tactics, he 
follows Avith the implacable love of the IMahatmic type, as in 
the case of the whole of the Tilakite school, Mrs. Beasant, 
^Messrs. Yithalbhai Patel. Nariman, Khare, Bose, Roy and in- 
numerable other patriotic leaders and workers. If you are not 
stDl destroyed he follows the curious alternative of bluff as against 
the British Government and a grovelling attitude as towards the 
iVIuslims. He claims to be a great admirer of the British people. 
They welcome this compliment but are not deceived. For the 
Muslims, he claims unbounded love and friendship. He would 
rather die in the hands of Dr. Ausari than sunuve in the hands 
of Dr. Jloonje. Tliere is nothing he would not do for the Muslims 
and the notorious blank-cheque-theory owes its origin to the 
tactics of this kind. He would remain silent over the most 
atrocious outrages perpetrated by fanatical IMuslims on innocent 
Hindus; massacres, murders, kidnappings, sacrileges on temples — 
all these he would silently accept with that hateful smile which 
is so admired by liis faitliful chclas. But the iMuslims are not 
deceived either. 

10. Manj^ of these Maiiatmic traits arc fully brought out in 
the pages of this publication. Readers of tliis book are likely to 
fed tliat the author, sometimes, uses unduly strong language, 
that his indictment of the oMahatma has too much adjectival 
flavour in it and that it would have lost notlxing of its force 
and cogency if it had been couched in milder language ; but the 
author will argue that the evasiveness and clusivcucss of the 
iMahatma leave him no option and he will be able to show tliat 
older and more moderate people have also felt impelled to wite 
cqualh^ strongly of the Mnliatma’s contradictions and somersaults. 



VWcu n !invoiu'<i slultstnnn like' the laU* Sir Siinkurun Xnir, 
nn r\-prr''itk^nt of tlir Inelinn Xntionnl Conj^rcss, wn<; driven 
In n frr to the Muliatnm ns “ < itluT n foo] or a Icimve.’’ Pcrsoimlly 
I tliink tiarr no eliffritaa'c lnl^^^ea a fool ami a kimvc. A 
knave is in tlu' lonj: i\in a Ond, ami a fool ran do ns nnicli harm 
as a knnv<. llul I woukl rariirstly rniiU'sl tlic reader to 
subt^rdijiat*" tlm nmslion of tlu' lan^unoe tised ami to rend the 
fads and the ivjdc nre wliieh the author jnnrslmls from various 
indtprndrnt sonrcfs in order to stij^jmrl llie ennelusion of 
the taujspinu'V that la* s!‘('ks to drav, -Men like Od. .Toshia 
\Vcdjo\ta»d. llie late llev. C\ V\ Andrews, Pnmlil Mnlaviyn. 
Mn Slia^'t ri, new'^pajn r*- hkt' t he ‘1 ^ ader^ and the ‘Madras Kspress,’ 
to luenticm only a ft \v, hav<* drawn, ns this l)onk sliows, more 
or Irs^lhe s;une eonelusitin, in diffeient words it nmy he, as tlic 
autlutr of 1 his htHik has dtoas 

11. It is untpn stionahle that the aiunvinj: elaslieity of the 
Mahatma's mind and (auisejmet^ makes him say and do the most 
M»ntTadieti»ry lhin|:s. With (lu* jirofouml air <tf saintliness ho wall 
Mjpjnift two eontradielory e<uielusions if that suitsS his )iurj)ose for 
the time la inp ; in the eye of his admirers he imu eases his saintli- 
mss therdiy. With min*vit>l(’ne(‘ on Ins lijis ami in his pen, he 
was urlinp ns a neruilm*,^ ser;!eant for the llrilish in the war 
f*f HUt-ls. At .\mritsar, he was ur^jinj: the (’onepcss to utilise 
the mw reforms. In Itejo. he was ]ire))arin^ for an election 
eampni^n under the Mtuda^iu^Chelmsford Iteforms and W’as 
layin;' down the im»st melieulons rules ;is to wliat kind of eandi- 
datts should he supp(»rled. Hut as so(»n as Hahi Lnjjial Hai 
in a moment of indi^^nation aj^ainst (he Dyer atrocities at 
.lalianwnla Haf:, su^^^ested the hoycoll of tlie eouneils.thc Mahatma 
jum))ed at the idea ami made it his ow n ns lie saw' Hint the launch- 
in;^ <jf smdi nomeo-o])eration would help him w'ilh his Muslim 
frituds as tlic Hindu defemh‘r of the Khilafnl. At the second 
Hound 'i'ahle Conference lie declared most unotpiivociilly that 
lie would rather die than allow untouehahilily to he placed on 
the .statute hook. And in ll)d2 lie purcliascd Ids life Avilh the help 
of the Gnmlhi-Ambcdkar pact which lirmly establishes uniouch- 
ahility on tlie stalutohook and so it stands there. At the lime of 
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the earth-quake in Biliar in he boldly declared with incredible 

cynicism that tlic Bchar tragedy which resulted in, innumerable 
number of children including even non-Hindu cliildrcu l>eing 
buried alive was due to the anger of God against the presence of 
untouchability amongst the Hindus. He would advise the world to 
surrender to any aggressor rather than resist him 1)y counter force. 
And yet he would declare when it suits him that Ire Avould look with 
indihcrcncc on anarcliy. He neither supports nor opposes ” 
the communal electorates — wliatevcr that may mean. He lias- 
given seven mutually destractivc definitions of Swaraj and 
when I pointed this out at the Karachi Congress in ho 

tlircatened to increase tliat number to twenty. He wants 
freedom and independence for India, But he would stand 
aside when the Amir of Afghanistan invades India and 
would even welcome the Nizam as tlie Emperor of India. He 
would stand for a united Indian Nation^ but at the same time he 
would not mind Pakistan if the JIuslims wanted it. He docs not 
, want tlie denrination of one race or community by another but he 
considers the Nizam’s rule ns “ Cent per cent Swaraj.” He- 
hates tyranny but would welcome a tyrant pro%dded the 
tyrant is a swadeshi one. Tire objection is apparently not 
to tjT'anny but to its foreign origin. An indigenous tjTant 
Avill mean “ cent per cent swaraj ” to the ^lahatma, This^ 
amounts almost to saying that if an Indian tiger devoiu-s the* 
Mahatma he would prefer it to an attack by a foreign tiger. A 
snake may safely bite him, so runs the jMahatmic argument, if it 
is only an Indian snake. It would require a whole volume to point 
out many more such absurdities. But the more numerous- 
the absurdities the greater is the admiration of his followers. 

12. In order to secure the support of the Muslims he will 
pamper them to any extent. But the Muslims also like the* 
British are not deceived. The JIaliatma started with the support 
to Khilafat in 1920, and has continued this pampering for the next 
twenty years ^ith ever increasing \igour. But the result was no- 
better. In 1921, he got his reward in the Mopla atrocities in 
Malbar and in 1940 in the Sukkur massacre in Sind with many 
intervals of similar atrocities in almost everj’’part of India. But his- 
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infatuation has not ended. We had paraded befoie us the ideou 
of Hindu-Miislim unity as a jiart of the Mahatma’s consti’uctive 
programme and also as the precursor of Swaraj. But we have 
instead of achieving the unity, very nearly achieved Palustan 
and the champion of the Hindu-j\Iuslim unity is now an avowed 
supporter of Pakistan if the j\Iiislims but rcaiit it. He vdW make 
a mountain out of a mole-hill at Rajkot but in Hyderabad Avitli 
a hundred times more population he will allow tju'anny to go- 
on unchallenged. For Mr. Jinnah^ the Mahatma shows a respect 
which is alike hypocritical and degrading but Vinayak Savarkar 
does not even so much as exist for the self than jMahatma. 

13. This is the correct picture of the iMahatma’s mentat 
make-up. With such background there is nothing to wonder 
if the ]\rahatma allowed himself to be associated remotely 
it may be. indirectly it may be, with the move to support 
a foreign invasion of his own country. Is he not prepared 
to welcome Pakistan if the Muslims xcaiH it as already" 
stated ? Has he not supjiortcd the communal electorates ? 
Has he not, academically it may be. declared that the Nizam 
as the future Emperor of India has no terrors for him ? Is he 
not the author of the notorious blank-cheque-theory ? Has 
he not Avith supreme indifference watched in Bengal, the Frontier 
Province and elsewhere the slaughter of the Hindus, the abduc- 
tions of Hindu women and the similar other outrages ? Is he 
not in short prepared to go to any length if only the Mussalmans. 
accept him as their leader ? Is there any surprise therefore if when 
religious zeal had reached a fever -point and when the Mussalmans* 
were in need of all the support that the Hindus could give them 
in their misfortune, that the jNIahatma should even support 
an invasion of India if only thereby he becomes the undisputed^ 
leader of Hindus and Muslims alike ? There is therefore nothing 
inlierently impossible in the IMahatma’s support to a contemplat- 
ed invasion of India, That is the argument of the author oF 
this book. 

14. The main theme of this book can be conveniently- 
di\ddcd into two parts. First, whether the INIahatma did 
encourage the idea of an invasion of India by the Amir oF 




Af^'hiuustnu ntul whi-thtTiuMvasalsoaparl y to an ncUml hivilntion 
to !1 h‘ Aioir to do .so* "I'lu* diffrn rirc hclwcca Ihc two is uni 
jxroal, ImiI J prefer \o dr^al with Muni pnnitf:ly. is irrefu- 

table evM(‘nre flint lie did aelually encourage an )a\*nsion of India 
by the Andr and even deelnnnl that he did not eiire if f lie Amir 
ojune, H<' waoil furtlier and said that he \uinld a*d; the Indian 
people not lo assist the (Jovernnnod r>f India in resisting sueh 
an invasion. ^Vhelher the draft of the tele;'rarn said to have 
been sent to the Amir requestini^ him not lo make peace villi 
tin* Government of India lint lo earrj' on the Third Af<'hnn 
W hr wmi in the Mnhatnmh liand or not may be impossifile 
lo usiaTlain now. lint so hiuh an nnfhority ns the late Swnmi 
Shratldlinnnnd says, What was my usl<Mnshmcnl when J saw 
the draft, of (he selfsame telej^o'am in the peeuliar handwriting 
of the father of the Noiovinlent Xon*ro-/))iernlion Movement. 
Those who want to know the Irnlli will licsitate before savin 
that sueh a jneee of evidenee should he i;,morcd. 

15. The Af^lian intri^^ne first eame to lifjht throiigli a public 
speech hy Mnulnim Mtdnimcd Ali in ^Indras in declaring 

-tincqnivo(*ally Unit if the Amir of the Afghans iio'ndcd India, he 
would assist tlic Amir: when it was feared that the Mnulana 
would be arrested for making sueh a trcnsonahlc and unpaliiotic 
Ktalcment the Mahatma declnrcd (hat the Ali Brothers Imd 
done nothing what he himself would not do. lie admitted 
that liis article in * Young India ' did amount to an invitation 
to the Amir lo start an invasion. Mr. Andrews, who was stieU 
an intimate friend of the Malialma. told him that the said 
article l>orc the interpretation of an invitation to invade. TJic 
Mahatma admitted that aceusalion as true. The Malmtma 
himself therefore pleads guilty to the first charge. 

1C, From these and several other facts stated in tliis book, 

I am satisfied that tlic ^luhiitma’s writings and speeches in those 
days did lend themselves to the very well-founded accusation 
tliat he had supported the Ali Brothers in tlicir intrigue to 
the extent of not opposing the invasion. The ^lahntma does 
come out in this matter as an abettor if not the actual 
perpetrator. The evidence on the second point is not copious 
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and is also indirect. Except the statement of Sir William 
Vincent, the then Homc-]\Iembcr there is nothing direct to prove 
an invitation to invade. In order liovevcr that no doubt 
Avhatever should be left on this second issue it has been 
suggested that the Hindu jMabasnbha to appoint a committee 
of inquiry on 'which it should invite two Hindus, two jMuslims, 
one Parsi, one Sikh and one Christian, They should sift the 
evidence after inviting the Mahatma to make Iris own state- 
ment if any and then on the strength of the evidence and the 
circumstances attending the events of those days, the Committee 
should make up its mind whether the IMahatma had or had 
not any hand in the move to invite the Amir of Afghanistan 
to invade India. I think however, that no useful purpose will 
be served by such an inquirj’' twenty yeai's after the event 
when the principal actors in the drama arc not alive and when 
the Mahatma himself has denied the charge in his own 
Mahatmic manner. 

17 . I have dealt with the main points raised in this book. 
It now remains to add that the evil atmosphere which lias been 
generated by the Mahatma’s endeavours to become a Prophet, 
lias totally demoralised the public life of India, The Mussal- 
mans whom he chooses to pamper in cverj’’ possible way liave 
taken Iiim at liis Avord and their fanatical section have not only 
grasped everything that he could give but arc asking for more. 
They noAV want India to be cut into two pieces under the new 
fangled scheme of Pakistan, The stand taken is not merely the- 
protection of a minority in a self-governing India but a tAVO-nations 
theory — nations so entirely distinguished from each other in 
culture and outlook that not only they are distinct entities 
today but must remain so till the end of time. In effect tliis 
scheme is a crude attempt to foment a chul war in India and 
to keep it perjietually going. The minorities in each federated 
section are to remain hostages for the good conduct of the majori- 
ties in the other federated areas. It is conveniently forgotten 
that if the Muslmi minority can demand a Pakistan in India,, 
the Sikli and Hindu minorities in the so-called Pakistan will 
by a parity of reasoning be entitled to demand a similar dis-. 



membcrmeut of Pakistan iteelf. VChy tlic Hindu and the Sikh 
.majorities in certain districts of Pakistan should not claim separa- 
tion %veare not told. The fact is, tlxat the scheme is a result of a 
shallow mind whose ambition has got the better of liis reason. 
Jlr. Jinnah^s conceit prevents liim from standing shoulder to 
shoulder with his equals and he loves to rule in Pakistan rather 
than serve in Hindusthan, The British Government in the throes 
of a most serious war is anxious to keep the Indian Muslims 
in good humour and the ^Muslim Powers outside India in an 
^ittittidc of friendly ncutralit}% Thej^ have therefore remained 
Kjonveuiently silent over the Pakistan issue and have not 
hesitated to give it even a covert support. But if India is not 
to be divided into Avarring provinces as China was at one time, 
if the unselfish endeavours of patriotic Indians for the last 
fifty years are not to be stultified, if democracy is not to be 
smothered in the name of minorit}’' protection, if a minority is 
not to be permitted to veto and hold up the progress of 400 
million people, if fanaticism is not to receive a premium and if 
the British Government possess even one slired of honesty in 
-dealing with this country, then this monstrous doctrine of Paki- 
stan should be laid low by its prompt and indignant repudiation. 

18. The author of this book is seriously oppressed with 
the feeling that no matter what attempts the Hindus might 
make to live as citizens of a common countr)’’ along with their 
Muslim fellow countrymen the Pakistanwallas are too fanatical to 
appreciate the broader standpoint. It will be futile to say that 
there is not much in our country at the present Avluch does not 
support this conclusion nor will it be wise to ignore the menace 
to India’s territorial integrity. And yet I have always cherished 
the belief that the founders of the Indian National Congress 
were far-sighted statesmen, that they really believed in an Indian 
Nation of the future and that despite religious and racial differ- 
ences India was destined one day to become a united nation, 
strong, tolerant, patriotic, religious without being fanatical. The 
whole history of the United States of America has lent hope to 
such a conviction. The thirteen crores of Americans are not 
of one race nor of one religion. The present European war 
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•shows how bitter racial fends arc among the European countries, 
how Cliristian nations do not hesitate to slaughter one another, 
how the Poles, the Germans, the Russians, the Bulgarians, 
the Italians, the French, the Spanish and the innumerable 
Balkan and Baltic States arc ready at a hint to fly at the 
t.liroat of one another and butcher them without mercy, 
how the Roman Catholic hanged and quartered the Protestant 
in tlic middle ages, how the Latin and Non-Latin races in Europe 
have considered each other as their age-long enemies, how the 
“"Scotch killed the English and hoAv the English murdered the 
Scottish people and yet iii the continent of America particularly 
the United States these self-same races have managed for cen- 
turies to live together in peace and have consolidated themselves 
into one nation, richer and more powerful than any other. 
If tliis is what could be accomplished in America, tJiere is no 
reason why the faith of the founders of Indian National Congress 
should not achieve a similar consummation in this country. 
Provided wc abjure fanaticism, the Hindus and Muslims can 
■still become a united nation, and I am certain that that is also 
the faith of the Siklx, the Christians, the Parsi, the Jew and the 
smaller minorities. It would be wrong to ignore their views and 
to consider that they ai’e so much chattel, rather than 
they are fcUow citizens whose voice should receive the most tender 
consideration. Not one of these latter wants a Pakistan and 
no other sensible Indian wants it. There are enough cultured aud 
patriotie Muslims like Sir Sikandar Hayat Khan who think in 
the same direction but their voice is drowned in the dirge of the 
fanatic. If the ostentatious generosity of the ]\Iahatma were 
replaced by a tnily nationalist outlook in the Congress, if the 
British Government could be made to realise that the game of 
di\ddc and rule was up, if the minorities could be reassured by all 
legitimate or rational concessions to secure them against any 
conceivable wrong Avithout giving a go-bye to the essentials of 
democracy, India may yet be saved from Gandhism and the 
sacred idea of a united nation in India conceived by the founders 
of the Indian National Congress and fostered by patriots like 
Lokman3^a Tilak, Lala Lajpat Rai, Pandit !Motilal Nehru, 
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Deslibandliii Das, Vithaibhai Patel, Kelkar aad others may yet 
become practical politics. 


Ridge Road, Malbar Hill, ^ 
Bombay, 14th February, 1941J 


Jamnadas M. Mehta 
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The it)K.v of compiling this book aud publishing it before 
the Hladura Session of the Hindu iMahasablui was suggested to the 
author in October last, while he was engaged in writing a series of 
articles on this problem in ‘ Kesari,’ The task of preparing the 
press copy was finished in the first week of December and it was 
rushed through the press within two weeks; but Barr. Jamnadas 
M. j\rchta, who liad kindly promised to introduce this book to the 
public could not spare sufficient time for this work in that busy 
month; and therefore wc had to postpone the date of publication. 
Many of our friends thought that we would not be fortunate 
enough to get his introduction. But in spite of their fears we 
decided to wait. And it was a wise decision, for the forceful 
Foreword of Barr. Jamnadas ]\I. Slehta, would now be one of the 
most important features of this book. The support of such a 
prominent personalitj^ emboldens us to face our opponents with- 
out any anxiety. By writing this outspoken Foreword he has 
rendered a great service to our nation. We, as well as the public 
OAve him a deep debt of gratitude. Dr. Raghuveer of Lahore has 
kindly given us permission to reprint his article on ‘ True Nationa- 
lism’ from the ‘ Mahratta.’ The chapter on the Partition of India 
was translated from the original Marathi by the editor of the 
‘ jMahratta’ and Avas published in that journal. Barr. Savarkar’s 
article on Ilj^derabad was originally published in the ‘Mahratta.’ 
For the permission of reprinting these and A^arious other items we 
must thank jMr. G, V. Ketkar., the editor of the paper. LIr, Deo, 
the assistant librarian of the SerA^ants of India Society lent us 
the rare old files of ‘ The Leader’, ‘ The Citizen’, " The People’, 
etc. Without his help the author could not have prepared this 
formidable charge-sheet. ^Ir. Barve the assistant librarian of the 
K. M. Library was equally helpful. The sixty pages comprising 
the chapters from ‘ Wartime Treachery’ to ‘ Muslim Raj in 
India’ liaA^e been freely translated from our articles in Kesari 
by Prof. V. V. Dixit. Tlie open letter, Gandhiji’s surrender to the 
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Rfuslims, and the conclusion ■were written in collaboration with 
a young scholar who has obtained the fellowship of his College. 
He prefers to remain anoD)'mus. 

Now one word about the book itself. Wc know that the 
book will shock the ordinary readers. But they should remember 
that a schism in a decaying Empire regularly splits the society 
within its sphere of influence into the same three fractions — 
the ruling class, the Have-nots within the border and the Have- 
nots on and adjoining the border. The Have-nots within the 
border furtlicr split themselves into two sections, the one try- 
ing to overthrow the ruling class by violence and the other by 
non-violence. The violent section conspires with the frontier and 
trans-frontier Have-nots to overthrow the ruling class and the 
non-violent section paves the way for tJie foreign enemy by 
preacliing the immorality of self-defence. This is an invariable 
law of history. In India the frontier and trans-frontier Have- 
nots are reiwesented by the wild border tribes and Afghanistan. 
The Have-nots within the border are represented by the 
combination of the Pacifists, the Pan-Islamists and the Marx- 
ists. The Pan-Islamists and the Marxists have been intriguing 
with the foreign enemy for the last twenty years at least; and 
the Pacifists under the leadership of Gandhiji have been preaching 
the benefits to be derived from a policy of surrender. This open 
conspiracy in our country thrives because of the mistaken con- 
ception that economic selfinterest is the fundamental motive in 
Imman society. If the country believes in that theory sooner or 
later it will be delivered to the tender mercies of the wild border 
tribes, and their kinsmen in Afghanistan. The principle of 
cultural nationalism alone can prevent this disaster. Those who 
pretend to strive for self-government must show some respect to 
the principle of Government itself. Preaching anarchy is not the 
way to self-government. 


T/ie Author. 
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AN OPEN LETTER TO GANDHTJl 


tPea'c QancLkijit 

In a cricket season a well-knowTi j^rofessor of the New 
Poona CoUepfe confided to his students tliat although he 
could not plaj' cricket, he could talk on cricket for hours. 
That forgotten incident occurred to me as 1 took up my pen 
to address you this open letter. You have been talking on 
truth for years ; Imt unfortunately you have rarely spoken 
it. And yet you resent an}' attack on 3'our precious reputa- 
tion, altliough you have never had the courage to face a fair 
and honest scrutiny of your hypocritical life. In your reply 
to my charges you ha\'e said that life for you would be a 
burden if you were to make it a point of controverting cvcr\' 
false report about you or a distortion of your writing. 
I do not desire to add to your burdens. I am asking you 
simply to unburden your conscience if indeed you possess 
any conscience at all at present. For it is suspected that 
you have already sold it when you entered into an imholy 
alliance Avith the Ali Brothers, to stir up an .\fghan inx'asion 
against the Government of India. 

In the ‘Harijan’ of 10-2-40, you have 
declared that sp far as the charge of your int 
the Amir is concerned there is no truth whate\ 
this connection I deem it necessaiv to bring tc 
your own .injunction .to the non-co-operators, 
enough for a non-co-operator not to mean vie 
necessary that his speech must not be capable c 
interpretation by reasonable men ( 15-6-1921 ‘Y 
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I am going to a]>ply tlic same maxim to your intrigues with 
the Amir. I Iiopc, you will concede that the JJight Honour- 
able Jlr. Shrinivas Shastri is a reasonable man. May I remind 
you that Mr. Shastri was the first person to suggest that 
the leaders of the non-co-ojieration movement who were 
loudly declaring from public platforms that the Moderates 
were guilty of liigh treason to the people, were themselves 
guilty of high treason. I will cite his exact words from the 
“Leader’ of 1 1-4-192 1. 

“I am aware of the old, old anti-thesis between treason 
to the jxjople and treason to the king, witli which strong pro- 
pagandists can make effective play, but I am not frightened. 

I will content myself with pleading not guilty of either form 
of treason and expressing the hope that my critics could do 
the same without violating their conscience. ’ ’ 

Mr, Shastri was too generous in supposing that traitors 
who were active in stirring up a foreign enemy could have 
any conscience ; but as to the treasonable tendencies of the 
non-co-operators, he was perfectly right. In his interview 
Mr, Shastri had also stated : 

“Fears are entertained, we can only hope they are un- 
founded that the frontier and transfrontier troubles are in 
part at least encouraged and stimulated by the unprecedented 
unrest caused by the non-co-operation movement. It sounds 
a strong thing to say and I have no facts on which to pro- 
ceed, but there is nothing inherently improbable inapow^ul 
movement designed to overthrow Government though only 
by peaceful means, being regarded by aliens as a propitious 
occasion, for their aggressive schemes. ’ ’ 

Here I^Ir. Shastri has explained only the indirect con- 
nection between the non-co-operation movement and the 
transfrontier troubles. But Sir William Vincent, the then 
Home Member, has revealed some facts showing the direct 
■connection behveen the leaders of the non-co-operation move- 
ment and the transfrontier enemies. In a meeting of the 
Legislative Assembly, on 23-3-1921 he has stated : 



AN OPEN I.ETTER TO GANDIIIJI 


3 


“Can any Hon’ble Member say, however, that the 
•co-adjiitoi’s and lieutenants of !Mr. Gandhi act on the same 
•peaceful principles, whether thej’’ are actuated by the same 
motives ? Has tJiat ever been seriousty believed by any non- 
official who has been in contact with some of Sir. Gandhi’s 
lieutenants recently ? Let us take the case of two prominent 
iMuslims who identify themselves with the case of j\Ir. Gandhi. 
Has it not been freely bruited abroad rightly or -wrongly 
that they conceive the idea of a IMussalman Empire in this 
countr}^ ? Has it not even been said that they intend to 
■effect this with the aid of foreign enemies ? Has it not even 
been said that they contemplate an invasion of this country 
•by a foreign iX)wer witliin a couple of mouths, which invasion 
Muslims inside this countiy are to aid ? If there is nothing 
in all these rumours why was then this anxiety recently to 
prevent friendly negotiations being arranged between the 
Amir of Afghanistan and the British Government ? Was it 
not rather a curious attitude to take up ? ” 

You had attacked this speech of Sir Wilham in an article 
-called " Divide and Rule ” and yet 5mu had evaded a direct 
reply to the explicit charges that he had made. W e agree, that it 
was his policj^ to di\dde and rule and hence he did not reveal 
your share in these conspiracies vdth foreign enemies. That 5mu 
were involved in these conspiracies is proved from your intendew 
"to the 'Daily Express,’ in winch jmu referred “to preparations 
“that were then made in Afghanistan as being really in support 
•of the Khilafat.” lliat you were aware of the preparations 
lor the invasion of India by the Afghans on the pretext of 
the Khilafat, is obvious from the above interview given in 
.April 1921. This is one of those evidences, I suppose, Avhich 
proves that there is no tmtli whatever in the charge of 3-our 
intriguing with the .Amir ! In 1922 Sir Shankaran Kair had 
■exclaimed “ But for tlie fact that he ( Mr. Gandhi) is wET 
known to be a saint and ^Mahatma, I would have had 2^ 
hesitation in sajing tliat liis obsersmtions about meetinC 
Afghans show him to be eitlicr a fool or a knave. ” AifeT ^2 
•experience of so man}' j'cars I have come to the 
•that not only jmu arc not a fool but a most dangero-A? 
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and an expert in the science of fooling otlier people. It i? 
a bitter tiring to say but I cannot avoid it, ^^^len the situa- 
tion on the frontier rvas extremel}’' critical and rvhen according" 
to a statement of Mr. j\Iontagu, the total casualities of Britisk 
forces on the North West Frontier of India from the ist 
Januarj^ 1919 30th of April 1921 amounted to 8,472' 

including 5,169 killed, 2,474 wounded and 829 missing,, 
you were vTiting in ‘Young India,’ 

“ I warn the reader against believing in the bogey of 
an Afghan invasion. A weak, disarmed, helpless, credulous 
India does not know how this Govemraent has kept her 
under hj^pnotic spell. Even some of the best of us today 
really believe that the military budget is being piled up for 
protecting India against foreign invasion.” (4-5-1921) 

Your last sentence was a left-handed fling at i\Ir. Shastix 
for having said that the non-co-operation movement had 
its owTi share in the piling up of flgures in the military budgets 
This is an instance of 3’’our truthfulness, I suppose. 

To lie and to give false and psuedo-heroic promises tn 
the public has b}'^ now become a second nature to jmu. In. 
your recent article on Hj’-derabad in the ‘Harijan’ of 13-10-40- 
you have promised to die in the anarchic flame whilst 
■vainly attempting to still it with }^our tin3^ shak3^ hands.. 
Before starting tlie Kliilafat movement 3mu had given us 
a similar promise. 

“ I will co-operate wholehearted I 3 ' 'with the Muslim 
friends in the prosecution of their just demands so long as 
the 3 ’^ act ■ndth sufficient restraint and so long as I feel 
sure that the 3 ' do not wish to resort 'to or countenance 
■violence. I should cease to co-operate and advise every" 
Hindu and for that matter everj'one else to cease to co-ope- 
rate, the moment there was violence actually done, ad'vised ^ 
or countenanced. The cause- is doomed if anger, hatred", ■ 
ill-will, wrecklessness and finally violence is to reign supreme, > 

I shall resist them withmy^ life even jf I should standalone.”" 

(‘Young India-’ 10-3-1920)- 
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Tlio way in whicli yon belied (he above promise can 
'oll be ascertained from your article in ‘Young India/ 13-4-21. 

‘‘ It is no use isolating me from the rest. As Matilana 
Mahomed Ali often puts it, war is had but there arc worse 
tilings than war. The Bi'otlicrs arc honestly and industri- 
ously endeavouring to secure a poncoftd settlement. But 
should their effort prove vain either for want of response 
from (he Government or tlic people as lovers of their faith 
they will not hesitate to precipitate war if they could. As 
for my own attitude, whilst my faith would not p^rruit 
to invite or encourage a war of violence. I do cor.tcrat/lote 
with cquinimily n stale of war in preference to the- 
state of cHiminatc peace imposed by forv'e of arm Azi - 
is for that reason that I am taking iv.rt in tlii^: -.f 

non-violent non-co-opemlion even rt tlie ri^k r : 
being the ultimate result/’ 
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India against those wlio have emasculated Islam and v ho are 
in ^v^on£ful possession of the Holy Places etc. I think Indian 
opinion is divided on this question. The i\Iodcrates arc bent 
upon crusliing any such movement. Even the nationalists 
such as Lala Lajpat Rai and Slessrs. Das and jMalaviya have 
not spoken out their mind, nay even you have not taken any 
notice of this very important speech. It may he high trea- 
son to shoAv sympathy and give open assistance to the king’s 
enemy, hut in these days of frank talk and candid speech 
one is eager to hear tlie decision of leaders. It is a %ntal 
question. ’ ’ 

This letter proves conclusively that according to an ave- 
rage iNIuslim, Maulana Mahomed Aliwas preaching high treasoa 
from public platforms and that they expected you to do the 
same in the press, I suppose, even j'ou would concede that this 
infamous letter amovmtcd to an overt invitation to you to 
commit the crime of high treason. The very fact that such 
a letter was addressed to you denotes that reasonable 
people rightly suspected 3mu of treasonable activities. 

And immediately afterwards ^'■ou provided tlxem with, 
irrefutable evidence on this point. At the Allahabad District 
Conference, held on 10-5-1921 5mu declared openl}^ 

“ I cannot understand why the Ali Brothers are going 
to be arrested as the rumour goes, and why I am to remain 
free. They have done nothing which I would not do. If they 
had sent a message to the Amu, I also would send one to- 
inform the Amir, that if he came no Indian, so long as I can 
help it, would help the Government to drive him back. If a 
man is true to his religion no Afghan or any power on earth 
can make Ixim transgress his religious precepts, ’ ’ 

This speech of yours as reported by the 'Leader' clearlj'” 
proves tliat on the loth of May 1921 you were aware of the im- 
pending arrest of the Ali Brothers and of tlie veritable reason 
for that decision of the Government, namely, their treasonable 
message to the Amir, and also that j’^ou were at that time 
prepared to send a similar message to the same enemj’’ of 
India, in order to prove jmur solidaritj^ with the conspiring: 
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Ali Brotlun-s. It also proves that tlic message sent to the- 
Amir hy Maulana I^Ialiomed Ali with your approval was 
really an invitation to the Amir to invade India, and that 
you W(Tc cnn'assing in favour of tlic Afglians assuring^ 
the Hindus that Afghan domination need not necessarily 
moan the destruction of Hinduism. In the search-light of 
these damning revelations, Swami Shraddhanand's modest 
accusations pale into insignificance. In order to enable 5"ou 
to compan! your own confessions with the late Sw’amiji’s 
accusations I am tnmscribing that familiar passage once more^ 

“Maulana Mahomed Ali complained about political lead- 
ers taking him to task for sending a wire to the Sultan of 
Kabul, urging him not to make pence wath the British Govern- 
ment. 1 too urged that is Avas not a Avisc step that he had 
taken. Brother Mahomed Ali took me aside and taking out 
a pajx^r from his handbag gaA"c a draft of a telegram to me 
to read. What Avas my astonishment \\'hcn 1 saAV the draft 
of the selfsame telegram in the peculiar handAvriting of the 
father of the non-AUolcnt non-co-perntion moA^ement !” 

When this passage was brought to your notice you gave- 
the following false explanation in the 'Harijan' of 10-2-1940,. 

“I do not remember liaAung drafted any telegram on 
behalf of I\Iaulann jMahomed Ali to the then Amir. The 
alleged telegram is harmless in itself and does not Avarrant 
the deduction draAvn from it. The late SAvamiji ncA^cr referred 
the matter to me for confirmation.*’ 

The late SAvamiji’s information about the dangerous cha- 
racter and the authorship of the alleged telegram Avas strikingly 
confirmed by your speech at the Allahabad District Conference 
at which he himself was present and, therefore, he might not 
have felt it nccessar}^' to refer the matter to you for confirm- 
ation. I think, if any reasonable man studies tlie documents in 
question, he must concede that I have proved my charge 
to the hilt as Barr. Savarkar has generously put it. If 
in spite of this you wish to persist in denjing the charge of 
intriguing with the Amir, I can onl}' say that you are at 
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liberty to deny the truth and be damned. As regards your 
^issurance that the Hindus need not necessarily lose their 
religion on account of Afghan domination, I must say that 
I regard it as a piece of disgusting hypocrisy. You should 
have given that assurance to the Muslims who were striving 
"to recover their Holy Places from the Christian Powers. Ho 
sane Hindu can attach any value to such an absurd state- 
ment, so long as tlie tragic history of Muslim Rule in India 
has not been sufficient!}? distorted by your henchmen like 
Dr. Rajendra Prasad. 

Tire name of Dr. Rajendra Prasad reminds me of a 
forgotten confession of yours which has been intentionally 
suppressed by that honourable man. You too have conveniently 
ignored it in the present controversy. I refer to the admissions 
that you made, while answering ostensibly j\Ir. Andrews, 
but in truth Lord Reading, the then Viceroy, in'Yoimg India.' 
You have conveniently forgotten it as Dr. Rajendra Prasad 
has taken good care to omit your admission from the pub- 
lished volumes of 'Young India.' On page 718 of 'Young 
India,’ Babu Rajendra summarises your answer to Andrews 
as follows : 

“ On ^Ir. Andrews asking iVIr. Gandhi wliether the above 
article was not an invitation to the Afglians to invade India 
and whether thereby he did not become a party to violence 
Mr. Gandhi wrote in ‘Young India’ of 18 th !May 1921 deny- 
ing that he invited Afglians, expressing his anxiety that 
they should not go to India’s assistance and affirming that 
India was quite capable of settling with the Government 
•without extraneous aid.’" 

I ask you if this is a fair summary of your answer as 
appearing in the original files of 'Young India.’ 

“ Is not my article on the Afghan Bogey an imitation 
to the Afghans to invade the Indian border and thus do I 
not become a direct party to violence ?” Thus asks Sir. 
Andrews. “My article was written for Indians and for the 
Government, I do not lielicve the Afghans to be so foolish 
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lo immlc Imlin on tlir stix'iiplh of niy niticlc. Jiut I sec 
jJint if is rdjjnhlr of bcoriofi the iuterprdafiov put upon it 
(oj Mr. . tudcncs. I therefore hasten to inform all whom it 
mall roneern. that not onUj do J tint xcant to irwitc the 
dfiihaus or anj/hodjf else to come to our assistance hut I am 
anxious for them not to eomr to our assistance, I nm quite 
oMirirlent of Indiii nhilily to vttle willi the (iov'crnment 
Avithout cNlrani'OU': licl]). Moreover I mn interested in dcnion- 
‘•frntinp the I’orfeet jxfssihilily of nt Ijiiniiip our end only by 
non-A iolml tunin'-.’ ‘ 

Tiiis Aiulfew.s is one. of llic most 

rematkablf ami damapinp eoufessions, i Ntraeted from you by 
the foive of eiieumst.im'i-.s, ilie otlier lieinp your confes- 
Hi<i;i as repards the Rajlmt liascu. fliis damaginp evidence, 
whirh was juiipo'-ely coneealed from the jniblic by 
your li<’itt( naiits, le.st it .should dejtrive you of tlie halo of 
^aintlinos-;, jiroved lirstly. that your .article on .Afphan ]5ogey 
was an invitation to tlie .Mehans to invade the Indian border 
•and thu.s you had beemue .i direi't party to violence. \Mien 
I made the same charge you were bold to deny it. This 
prov<-s your dereit fulness, hyjtocrisy and unscniplou.sncss 
whicli are all according to your opinion the attributes of 
.S.at.in. .^ecriiidly, under the jireteiice of s.ttisfying a friend 
you apologised to the (iovemment in an under-hand 
manner. Tendering .an .ipologv’ is generally regarded as an 
.act of cowardice. Ihit tendering .an apology in .secret leaving 
y<iur friends in lurch is an act of gross betrayal. In the 
heated atmos])luTe of Allahabad you were loudly proclaiming 
your .solidarity with the Ali l^rothers in their conspiracies 
with the. Amir. .And immediately afterwards from the cool 
heights of Simla you were informing all tho.se whom it might 
■concent that not only you did not want to invite the Afghans 
btjt you Were :in.\iotts for them not to come to your assistance. 
Tin’s was certainly a breach of faith with the Ali Brothers. 
However I must admit that you were sure of carrying the Ali 
Brothers with you in your climb down. For secret messages 
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from Kabul \^•ere reaching Mauiana Mahomed Ali, informing" 
him that his aggressive pan-Islamist policy was not likely 
to find much favour with those who were looking after the 
national interests of Afghanistan. In his Congress President- 
ial Address at Cocanada Maulana Mahomed Ali has 
revealed, ‘‘ I have heard that m3' Madras speech of 1921 had 
not found much favour even in Afghanistan. ” The Viceroy" 
also was equafi}' well informed and determined to humiliate 
the conspirators once for ah. The wa}' in which he terrified 
the Ali Brothers and 3'ou also and got that apolog}' is revealed 
b3>' Pandit Motilal Neharu’s letter to you, anon3Tnousl3’' publish- 
ed in 'Young India’ of 15-6-1921. He says, 

“The case, whicli more forcibly than any other comes to 
my mind at the moment, is that of Hamid Ahamad, who has 
recently been sentenced at Allahabad to transportation for 
life and forfeiture of property’. Is there any reason why tliis 
man should not be saved ? I find, Maulana Mahomed Ali 
pays him a high tribute in his Bombay Speech of the 80 th 
of May 1921 . What consolation tliis tribute will bring to 
Hamid Ahamad from a man siviilarly situated who has 
saved himself by an apology and an undertaking,! cannot say'. ’ ’ 

I suspect, that the case of Hamid Ahamad who had received 
the thundering sentence of transportation for life and forfeiture- 
of property had made an equally strong impression on you and 
your associates and therefore ymu tendered an undignified 
apology to Lord Reading. I know, that you court imprisonment 
often enough, but ymu prefer to come out of the gaol as soon 
as you can. It is hardly' necessary to explain that I am 
referring to your notorious fasts of 1933. 

Wdien 5'ou had suffered a serious diminution of y'our 
prestige by y'our underhand dealings witli the Government, 
you induced tire Government to issue an agreed statement 
of facts relating to the Ali Brothers’ apology'. Vlule comment- 
ing on that statement you had tried to impress on your credu- 
lous readers. 
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“It innkc"' it rloar tlial tlu^ n[)olopy, as I l\ave called the 
statement <»f rc^ircts, initiated with me. and that il M'ns con- 
ceived before I cv<‘r knew of the impendin;^ pRisccntion for 
the s]>eeclics tlial Avcrc slK>\\n to me anti that il was neither 
stmtrested nor made for fear of (he proseentionof tlic Hndhers, 
t'^Ttainly not to avoid imjiri'^nmenl/* 

The imjnt^sion rtniveyt'd by this sentimrc is utterly' 
Hie pniMamtion of tin* AH lirothei- was dmded 
uptm by tin* ( ioveuiment on tlu‘ tith of May. You referred 
to their impeiidinf: prosecution in ytnir s|M’(adi at the Allahal>ad 
District (\mfercnce on the loth of May and immediately 
afteiuards you went to >imla l<» meet I-ord Keading. In 
spite of pioven f.u'ts. you liave iht' temerity to suggest 

tliat the apology initiated with \on before you twaT knew 
of tin it imjH nding pioseruljon. .Sunts and Malialmas have 
a nn.st inconvenient ])ast, it ^uans. flu* jniet lihavabhuti 
Itas alrcuidv advised ^ (one should not 

luol: ton ('liwly itUo tlu; li\(> of old men.) 

Tlia) the ;i]>olo"y you tendered, was imjxwed n])on you 
by tile Gi)Vfnnni'P.l at^.dust voiii will js evident from your 
>ul)sequent actions-. In .sjiite of tliat itmominious ajiolotiy, 
you continued \our intrigues with tlie .\fghan riovernuK nt. 
'I he evideno- supporting the aiiove assertion is contained 
in the lesohition-- of tlie All India ('ongre.ss (‘ommiitcs' and 
the \\’orking Committee in ki’i. In Xagpur Session of the 
Muslim League, you had mo\ed a resolution advising 
the Amir not to sign a treatvwilh the lliitish (ioveinment, 
but yon could not move a similar resohition in X.mi^nr Con- 
gress for fear of ojrposition by Malaviya and othois. In the 
beginning of April, Mahomed Ali began to canvass jnihh'c 
opinion in favour of .Afghan invasion and presstd the 
Congress to pass a resolution on lines .similar to tho.'e of the 
Muslim League Kesolution. On the 2()th of April a meeting 
of the r.ombay Muslims was lield under the aiispiee-' nf the 
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•Central Khilafat Coininittee, and it passed the following 
re^ohition. 

“In view of tlic fact that llic destiny of the people of 
India is incvitablj' linked with tliat of the neighbouring 
Asiatic Nations and powers, this public meeting of thcMussal- 
mans of Bombay request the All India Congress Committee 
to promote feelings of amity and concord with neighbouring 
states, and with a view to cstablisli mutual goodwill and 
sympathy, to fonnulate a clear and definite foreign poliey 
for India.” 

'l’Jicreu])on the Ail India Congress (’onnnittcc resolved 
to caTry out the orders of their masters and asked the 
Workitig Committee to frame a statement on Indian foreign 
policy. The Working Committee on its part entrusted the 
matter to you. Your draft uas so injurious to the national 
interests that even the subservient Working Committee 
advised you to nrast the original draft. That 5’’ou may 
not deny this fact, I (juotc lire resolution of the Working 
'Committee, passed in the first week of September at Calcutta. 

“Tliat the note on foreign policy prepared and placed 
before the meeting by Maliatma Gandhi be recast in the light 
of the discussion by the members and be circulated among 
the members of the Working Committee and submitted for 
the approval at the next meeting of the Working Committee.” 

We will be obliged if you will be good enough to 
make public your original draft which wus rejected b}' the 
W^orking Committee. E\'en the amended resolution which 
was passed at Bombay on the 5t]i of October, makes a ver\’ 
painful reading, as the following sentences \riU show : — 

“India as a self-governing country can have notliing to • 
fear from the neighbouring States or any State as her people 
have no designs upon any of them and lienee no intention of 
establishing any trade relations hostile to or not desired by 
-such States. 

“The Committee wishes also to assure the iMussalman 
States that when India attains self-government her foreign 
■policy will naturally be always guided so as to respect the 
jeligious obligations imposed upon Mussalraans by Islam. ’ ’ 
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The first sentence enunciates a most stupid and 
ridiculous proposition. As a goat has no designs on a 
tiger, she can have nothing to fear from that non-violent 
animal ! The special reference to the trade relations- 
shows the hidden hand of the Afghan foreign minister Tarzi,. 
behind it. The Government of India had disallowed the 
transit of arms tlrrough India to Afghanistan and the Afghan 
Government was very anxious to have this embargo removed 
and hence the inclusion of the above in your statement on 
foreign poUc 3 L Your ‘holy’ support enabled them to have 
the restrictions removed. Secondly, 5 '-ou assured the Mushm 
States that after having attained self-govemment, Indian 
Foreign pohcj^ wiU naturally be alwaj^s guided so as to res- 
pect the religious obligations imposed upon jMussalmans 
by Islam. What these religious obligations amoimt to, 
can be seen from the following quotation — 

“ According to the Quoranic Law there cannot be peace 
between a IMahomedan King and his neighbouring infidel 
states. The latter are Dar-ul-Harb or legitimate seats of 
war, and it is the ^Muslim king’s duty to slay and plunder 
in them, tfil they accept the true faith and become Dar-ul- 
Islam, after which they wfil become entitled to his protection.” 

(Sarkar’s ‘Shivaji’ pp. 479-480) 

This clearly means that India is either to be ruled by 
hluslims or is to become a legitimate seat of war for the 
Afghans. Tliis shows that there can be no peace between 
infidel India and Afghanistan, j’our previous assurances 
notvitlistanding. Anotlier implication of Islamic rehgious 
obligations is that Indian Muslim soldiers are not to fight 
against the invading Muslim amfies. This fact is well illus- 
tr.ated by the recent demand bj”- Mr. Jinnah that Indian 
Muslim soldiers should not be used against Muslim nations. 
Hence 3 mur assurance to obser%'e Islamic obligations means 
notliing ’ but consent to the establishment of Muslim Kaj 
in India. 
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Your partisans complain that I read too much between 
your lines. To set their doubts at rest I quote an evidence 
from no less an authority than Hakim Ajmal Khan, the 
■simiiltaneous President of the Congress and the Khilafat 
‘Conference at Ahmedabad. In his presidential address 
ito the Klrilafat Conference he blurted out, in j'our presence, 

“India on the one side and the Asia llinor on the 
•other ai-e but two extreme links in a chain of future Islaanic 
Federation, wliich are gradually but surely joining together 
all intermediate States in one great s}’'stem. ’ ’ 

(I. A, R, 1922 p. 447) 

This statement is ver}?^ important as it was made in 
^rour presence and unless it is explicitl}'' denied I presume, 
vith your consent. In the same speech the Hakim disclosed 
the connection between the non-co-operation movement 
.and the non-conclusion of the Afghan Treaty. Ydiile dis- 
cussing the Anglo-Afghan Treaty, he remarked, 

“ All that could possibly be said against the treaty was 
that it was perhaps not well-timed and that the Indian 
l)eople would have approved a further postponement. ’ ’ 

Of course it was not well-timed as the treaty was 
■signed on tire very date on which your mass civil disobe- 
-dience was about to commence at Bardoli, and hence it 
had to be postponed. That the ratification of the Anglo- 
Afghan Treaty on February 6th and the final abandonment 
•of mass civil disobedience on February nth was not a 
mere coincidence is proved from the above statement of 
your trusted lieutenant Hakim Ajmal Khan. 

The inter-relation between the Khilafat movement 
and the Amir of Afghanistan v'as clearly exposed by an 
independent Englishman, .Col, J. C. Wedgwood in his book 
■'The Future of the Indo-British Commonwealth’ : — 

“ That tlic Amir should become the Khalifa is the 'wish 
of every raging Muslim in, India. He is on their borders, 
almost in hand, a permanent threat to British India. Every 
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•conqucj'or save one lins conic down fi-oni the Afgliau passes. 
India as n whole docs not want wlint the ^luslims want. 
The Icndci's of Indian thought and politics desire democracy 
and fear ruler, whether. Hanjcct Singh from the Punjab or 
an Amir from Kabul. The temporal i:>ower of a religion 
seems to them as wmng as it docs to us. As education 
s)>rcads India may convert the Muslim or the Muslim may 
convert India. It is (piilc (*crtain tliat after Avhat lias 
passed British cannot convert tlic Indian Muslim from his 
rage, either by force or fraud or kindness, that convci'sion 
must be left to time and India." 

No one could liaw depicted more forcildy tlio inherent 
unUagonism between genuine ( Hindu ) nationalism and 
Muslim fanaticism. yon succumbed to the Muslim 

fanaticism to the detriment of the Hindu Nation. 

In fairness to you I must slate that you had an idea 
that the Govommenl would come to Icnns with the people 
under the ihn'at of Afghan invasion. 

"*Mr. Pal suggests that if the Amir invades and if we do 
not aid tlic government there (Uin onlj" be a revolution. 

I venture to suggest another alternative. If India as a non- 
co-operating Ijidin docs not assist, the government vail make 
tenns with the jicople. I do not consider the British pcpole 
to lie so utterly devoid of commonsense or resourcefulness as 
to leave India rather than come to terms with her and heal 
the Khilnfni and the Punjab wounds.” 

I do not think that this attitude of yours is morally 
uiny l^cttcr, than that of a traitor. This attitude of 3’'ours is 
'Criticised by the 'Citizen* of J^ladras as follows : — 

“If the iVfghans invade he (Gandhi) says the British 
government rather than run the risk of defeat may come to 
tenns with India which for this purpose must not co-operate 
with thenr. This is worse than a direct invitation to the Amir 
to invade India. That at least has the saving grace evT 
•openness, while the other attitude-is characterised b\" wilr. 
artifice and cowardice which we know Mr. Gandhi to abhre. 
The episode shows the length to which one will be drivrrJr 
•one is weak enough to tliink that a friend must be 
at all costs whatever may be tlie indiscretions of wh!r>, 
latter may be guilty. We admire Mr. Gandhi's chiv^ 
deplore his jiolitical dcgenerac}".” 
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You had ahead}’' slated that under the threat of Afghan 
invasion you would compel the British Government to come 
to terms with you. And hence all }'our activities were 
directed to force the Government to listen to you. In fact 
your programme was to ])lay a double role. Hence Swami. 
Shraddhanand had told you in a .straightforward and blunt 
manner that yo;n pronouncements were always dubious. 
Before you were sure of the Afghans you were not prepared 
to lose your British masters, and hence your opposition to 
the creed of independence. 

At one time you were ready to prostitute belief in God- 
in order to oppose the idea of independence. 

“But assuniing that Great Britain alters her attitude, as 
I know she will when India is strong, it ■will be religiouslv 
unla’wful for us to insist on independence. For it will be 
vindictive and petulant. It would amount to a denial of God 
for the refusal will then be based upon the assumption that 
the British people are not capable of response to the God in 
man; such a position is untenable for both a believing Idussal- 
man and a believing Hindu. ’ ’ 

In spite of this fanatical opposition to independence 3 ’^oil 
acquiseed in the passing of the resolution of Independence 
at Madras. If 5^ou had opposed that resolution it would 
not have been passed as was the case in former years. Will 
you kindly reveal to us the reasons that prompted your 
acquiscence ? Our information is that this change of views 
was inspired by King AmanuUah. Sardar Ikbal Ali Shah, 
in his ‘Tragedy of AmanuUah’ while describing his “visit to 
Bombay in 1927 says, 

“And in Bombay, whilst stiU the guest of British admini- 
stration, AmanuUah made a diplomatic blunder. Abigt)Ujblic 
function was organised in his honour in that city; all" the 
dignitaries were present, including the British Governor, 
when he urged upon the Indians the necessity of severing 
their connections with England, Tha,t public speech, of course, 
created a verj’’ bad impression for it^ indelicacy, inasmuch’ 
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as it was tantamount to interfering in the domestic politics 
of a foreign and friendly counti'y . ’ ’ 

This information is confirmed b}’’ Mr. D. G. Upson, who 
wrote in the ‘Pioneer,’ 

“As to India the (Afghan) king proceeded to assure me 
that he and liis people had ermry sympathy with the nation- 
al aspirations of Indians. He spoke of a league of Eastern 
Nations as a greatly cherished project.” 

I can make a guess as to the motives of AmanuUah in 
influencing Congress leaders to adopt the Independence 
Resolution. The weU-informed anon3anous Mushm author 
of the, ‘Confederacj^ of India’ has revealed that the attitude 
of AmanuUah’s Government towards the grant of reforms 
to India was according to his information hostile. As jmu 
had already become a tool in the hands of AmanuUah 5''Ou 
played his game of thwarting the Indian Reforms, by graduaU}'- 
favouring the partj'" which insisted on tire severance of the 
connection vitli the British Empire. You might pretend 
that the idealism of Jawaharlal was responsible for the 
Independence Resolution and Afghan influence had nothing 
to do with it. It is weU-knowm that Jawaharlal was expeUed 
from Mussooree for plotting vdth the Afghan foreign minister. 
And as to his devotion to independence of which v^e hear so 
much now-a-da3's, jmu wiU find that it is merely superficial, 
by a reference to the issues of 'Young India' of January'' 1922. 
At the Ahmedabad Congress, Maulana Hasarat Mohani 
wlrile moving his resolution on changing tlie Congress creed 
to independence had said that Jawaharlal Nehru was of 
the same opinion, and worfld have supported his resolution, 
had he not then been in jail. YTien this news reached Pandit 
Jawaharlal, he wTote a letter to his paper 'Independent' 
indignantly repudiating the creed of independence and ex-, 
pressing disapproval of the conduct of those who supported 
the resolution. The text of this letter was published also 

o 
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in 'Young Infliu.' If in spite of such dubious past Jawaharlal 
■sponsored and you did not oppose the Independence Kesolu- 
tion at Madras Congress, then this change of views must be 
attributed to the influence exercised over both of you by 
Amir Amanullah. 'J'liat Amanullah was and is even now 
keen!}' interested in the Indian Independence Movement 
is obvious from the following interview he gave to Chamanla). 

“Wlicn I presented him a copy of my recent book the 
‘ Vanishing Empire ’ lie felt jubilant over tlic prospect of 
India attaining complete freedom in the near future, and 
added that his greatest ambition in life besides setaung liis 
•country was to see India free. lie lost liis throne, said he 
because of his love of India. lie did not care for his throne 
but he still wanted to see Afghanistan in the rank of power- 
ful nations and see India a free Country.” 

It is clear that the ex-Amir wishes Afghanistan to be 
powerful and India only to be free. He wishes to sec India 
free from British protection and helpless and dependent on 
powerful Afghanistan. 

Amanullah’s friends in India also were anxious to see 
Afghanistan powerful and therefore were preaching the surren- 
•der of certain Indian provinces to Afghanistan. j\Ir. Mahomed 
Ali in his speech at the Muslim League Conference in 1924 said, 

“If I were to have my own way I would not supi^ort 
the resolution but move an amendment that those parts of 
the frontier provinces which did not by right belong to India 
but were really a part of the territories of the people across 
the Indian border which lay on the other side of the Indus 
should be given back to those people” (applause) 

This speech was made in your presence and witli your 
silent support. The resolution on Hindu-Mushm unity 
which was passed at the Madras Congress in 1927 meant 
also the same thing, as is proved by the following statement 
of Mrs. Sarojini Na5aidu, made wliile moving the resolution. 

"They ( Muslim leaders ) have further said, ‘ give us if 
you wiU by such distribution of provinces on the lines of 
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. your Congress distribution wliich vdU make among other 
provinces Sind a separate province, that will give to Baluchi- 
stan and the North West Frontier Province, with those which 
AmanuUah His Afghan jMajesty rules, the opportunity to 
develop, brotherhood and freedom.” 

These words of the Muslim leaders reveal their desire to 
•give these provinces an opportunity to secede from India 
and join Afghanistan. 

The intentions of the Mushm leaders are given expression 
through Mrs. Najmdu's speeches as also Pandit Jawaharlal's. 
The following statement of Dr. B. S. Moonje confirms 
Jawaharlals subservience to j\Iuslim dictates. The occasion for 
this statement was Jawaharlal*s venomous attack on the 
Hindu Mahasabha in an address to the students of the Hindu 
University. 

“Young Pandit Javaharlal Nehru in liis juvenile 
exuberance of communism has condemned the Hindu Maha- 
sabha but if the sequence of events that happened immedia- 
. tely preceding liis attack is to be borne in mind, it appears 
that it is a command performance at the dictation of the big 
l^rother Maulana Shaukat Ali and is indicative of his defeatist 
mentality in respect of the IMuslims. On the eve of his depar- 
ture from Bombay to attend the Muslim Leaders Conference at 
Lucknow i\Ir . Shaukat Ali had announced to the press in respect 
•of Bhai Paramanand’s propaganda against the coromunal 
Award tliat he does not propose to enter into a wordy warfare 
with the jMahasabha, but leaves the task of checkmating its 
activities to congressmen and the nationalist Hindus. I con- 
gratulate Pandit Jawaharlal for having faithfully responded 
to that dictation. In his fondness for his Persian culture. 
Pandit Jawaharlal may take pride in forsaking his forefather’s 
religion for his new loA^e of communism but he must under- 
stand that there is a limit to the patience of even the 
proverbially mild and docile Hindu who is still capable of 
rising in defence of his world-old religion and culture. The 
wonder however is that Pandit jMalaviya did not pull liis 
ears more briskl5\ ’ ’ 

Apropos of the Muslim Leaders Conference at Lucknow 
Teferrcd to above, I wish to bring to j^our notice an important 
statement of I\Ir. Rafi Ahmed Kidwai, an ex-]\Iinister in the 
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I’anl ('al)inf‘t. In an ftp' it i' ttiT to Dr, An.'iaii .Mr. Kidvvaf 
lias .stalcil, 

''While Vftn \v( rf in I'lnrf)j)c Ihfrc wn^. oonv'enifl :it 
liiicknow !i rntifcrcncr of re])r(M nl;ttiv('‘. of the different 
Muslim nrpnnisntioiis. Wr (All India Muslim Xnlmnnlist 
I’nrly ) WTT reprcsenlctl in this esuiferenee by mir lenders. 
Mnuinnfi Ahul ICnlnm A'/.ad, Dr. .Svod Mahmud, .and 
t;himdhnri Khnliqu/'/nmnn. And hy Uif lime the (’onfcrcnec 
<’nmc to nu end \vc had njrrecd to almost every thin?; to oppfis/- 
avhieh the AU India Muslim NntionidisL I’nrty h.ad come into 
cxi.slcncc. I’or the last few months I have been thinking of 
re.si/,»nin'; the olhec of the (Icnernl Sccretnryshij* of the 
party. You know how reluctant I was to oivc consent to my 
election for the j>osL. This rcluctaiirc was rlue not to any hack 
of cnlhusin.sin in me for the 'Nationalism' hut to the fear 
that, we would not live up to our iilenls.” 

Since that time Klialtqu'/yam.'tii h.is b-a-omi* a prominent 
leader of the Muslim l.eapic. Dr. Syed Mahmud has jilaved 
an important part with Asaf AH .mcl .\n.s;iri in securinff the 
virtual ratification of the communal aw.ird hy the Con, stress. 
As to the great Manlana, he has .M-cnred tlie ]>r<-.sidentship 
of the Congress with your activi- help and is e.xploitihg tlic 
Congress platform to preach that the Muslims are a nation 
by themselves and agreeably snqirising the Muslim Leaguers. 

I am quoting the following from the ‘Time.s of India.' for 
your edification. 

“Asked about Maulnna Arad'.s remarks regarding the 
minoritic.s Sir Ali M. K. Dchla\'i observed. ‘ There I nuLst con- 
fess I was most agreeably surprised and I am glad to discover 
that our lost brother the great jMnulana is. after all, a Muslim 
at heart and politically not only tlint but a pan-Islamist. He 
has made an authoritative admission, as the duly elected and 
accredited president of the Congress that tlic 3Iuslims in 
India are a nation and not a minority.” 

The logical conclusion of this idea is that tire Muslims 
are the only nation in India and all the others are only commu- 
nities. The Maulanahas already told us at Ramgadh, 

“The IMuslims in India number between 80 and 90 millions. ' 
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The same tj’pe of social or racial divisions, which affect other 
•communities do not divide them. The powerful bonds of 
Islamic brotherhood aud equality have protected them to a 
large extent from the weakness that flows from social 
•divisions.” 

Eminent Muslim leaders have often declared that 

“In default of British control, resigned in weariness or 
•disgust, Indian unity could only be revived and sustained by 
the jMuslims, recruited as they would be by their kinsmen and 
coreligionists from the regions beyond the North West 
Frontier. ’ ’ 

For this purpose Muslim congressmen are demanding 
that a- large mmiber of tribal people should be recruited to 
the Indian Army. The Afridi leader Malromad Jaman IChan 
iold SirAkbar Hyderi, 

“Y'oii are the intelligent link between the tribes on the 
Frontier and the Nizam’s State. It is my urgent desire that 
the roads connecting the frontier to the Hyderabad should 
be broad and straight.” 

Mdiile all these nefarious intrigues are going on, the 
lame ]\Iaulana is sitting on your shoulders and leading you 
Blindfold to the precipice of anarchy. I am informed that 
lecentl}'- you have met an even greater nationalist than the 
intriguing Maulana to lead you, namely, Nawab Bahadur 
Yar Jung, the ame damnh of His Exalted Highness to whom 
you are offering to make the Emperor of India. You, the 
son of a minister in a pettj'- State in Gujarat could not have 
foimd a better job than this in the last da3's of 3rom: Hfe- 
F congratulate 3^011 on 3’our choice. 


I beg to remain, 

tlie Emperor-maker’s most humble servant, 

A. J. Karandikar 
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the entire mind of political India. The other sphere, where 
the word 'nationalism’ has been applied \\ith some force^ 
is the economic sphere. Here too, it is very vague and in- 
complete. In the cultural sphere, however, it remains- 
unapplied. 

CRITERION OF A NATION 

In the West, the only criterion of a nation is its language.- 
In India, however, there are factors which have come into 
the foreground and have tliroum language into the backgrounds 
In India, the Hindu-Mushm question stands in the way of 
development of pure nationahsm. 

It is a very sad tiling that Hindus, who belong to this 
country in everj’ sense of the word, have been completelw 
de-Hinduised in their mental out-look, so much so that 
absolutely anti-Hindu and anti-national ideals are being 
accepted and given the name of nationalism. 

This means suicide for the Hindus. In the liistory of 
the world there is no nation and no religion which has denoun- 
ced suicide in such strong terms as tlie Hindus, and still 
they are coimnitting suicide. The responsibihtj' for this- 
great national crime lies on the leaders and not on the masses.. 

CONVERTS OF THE SWORD 

Instead of nationalising the Muslims as is happening' 
in Persia and Turkey bj’- definitel}^ de- Arabizing them, here 
the emphasis is in the vnong direction. 

The Mushnis of India believe in pan-Islam which to tliem 
means the supremacy of Arabia ; and the Hindus submit 
to it in the most shameless fashion. Let it be made knoivn. 
that the political and cultural subjugation of India started 
a thousand j-ears ago when the Muslim Barbarians came, 
looted and subjugated northern parts of India which were 
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dis-tmited among themselves. The Hindus have shown 
little poHtical widsom during all these one thousand years. 
AH sorts of cruelties have been perpetrated by these \vild 
barbarians from the North-West, and among them there was 
one which would do discredit to any religion of the world. 

The poor, the helpless, the lowly, w'ere arraigned before 

Ihe sword to be beheaded unless they accepted the religion 

of the executioner. 

1 

LOVE IS JEALOUS 

This is the process which has created the situation, which 
confronts the political India of today. These converts of 
the sword are bound by ties of faithful regard and piety to 
countries to the north-west and west of India but not to 
India itself. This situation, our political leaders in India, 
are not prepared to face. Such state of affairs must not be 
allowed to exist and continue if India has to develop as 
one nation. 

Love is jealous, if you love India truly you cannot love 
another land and if you love another land you cannot love 
India. We must be imdaunted and teU aU residents of 
India that the country which has given birth to them, the 
country which gives them shelter, demands their whole- 
hearted faith and love, and does not allow them to look upon 
•other countries in any other way than as foreign countries. 

If the Afghans invade India today it is the duty of 
■every Indian to fight them, to crush them and if among us 
there exist people who would go and make a common cause 
with the Afghans the wnrld has only one name for them 
and we must not be afraid of using that wnrd. That w'ord is 
■‘Traitor’ and there is only one punishment for a traitor, 
that is death. So the traitors from India must die out or 
they must be converted to the love of their motherland. 
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TIu'so who differ from tis, howsoever great they may be, 
they have not yet imbibed the tnie sj^irit of nationalism. 
>J:ilionalism is a constructive thing, but to construct it must 
'destroy whatever conies in the way of construction. 

THE QUESTION Oh' L.-VNGUAGE 
Imagine an old, intelligent, experienced nation Like 
the Hindus who are being suppressed even in such simple 
things as langtiage. If for the time being we have not become 
true nationalists and have not been able to make every re- 
sident of India a true nationalist, the reason is tliat liindus 
4ire not allowing themselves to continue as nationalists. We 
say with great emphasis that we shall not submit to British 
Imperialism, but we also ought to say that we shall shake off 
all the traces of our slavert' to the Mughals who are now dead 
.-and gone, and who have been a shame to our national history^ 
In the Punjab and many other provinces in India, Urdu 
is being used as the language of scliools and Law Courts and 
administration in general. It has been argued that Urdu 
and Hindi must be combined to make one language which 
has now been given the name Hindustani. Nobody knows 
what the jrrocess of this combination is. Nobody knows how 
.much Hindi in Hindustani there should be and how much 
Urdu. This percentage has never been fixed definitely. It is 
impossible to do so. About the script it is said that any 
\ane may use any script, either Devanagari or Persian. It 
must be noted clearly that other scripts of India like Bengali 
and Gujarati cannot be used for this purpose. It is absurd. 

ST1G\NGERS IN OUR O^VN LAND 
Self-respect, self-detennination, self-development and 
freedom, these are words wlrich ultimately have to be used 
not in restricted part of our political life but on a very grand 
scale. Wi}' should the Indian language be written in a 
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foreign script ? Why should we, who are proud of being’ 
Indian nationalists, use a Persian script ? Will that not 
mean a permanent shame and an infamy ? Foreign alphabets- 
are used only by barbarians who possess no alphabet of 
tlieir omi. Shall we give this e-vidence to the posterity that 
we had no script of our o%vn to mite with ? Is it not a sad 
spectacle ? 

Hindus, if you are not strong enough to convert thc- 
Mohammadens of this country to Indianism, why should 
you degrade yourself and be Persianised and Arabized yourself ? 

As Indian nationalists, it is our duty to see that ever}’’ 
resident of 'this land is proud of India and he should not 
be a party to India’s slavery, in any sphere to any countr}'^- 
We must hang our heads in shame whenever young boys sing 
songs of the beauties of the Persian flowers, Persian birds,. 
Persian heroes and know nothing of their own land. We 
"'re being made strangers in our ovn land. This process- 
ust be put an end to. 

We must be strong enough at least to ordain for ourselves- 
that no child of ours will be allowed to be Persianised or 
Arabized. 

Let the Hindu child remain a pure Indian, so that iu 
the making of our nation in the near future it should stand 
as the backbone of the nation. 


— 'Mahratta’ 26-4-4°' 
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“ Peace in Waziristan can be restored if we set about 
improving the economic condition of those people,” declares 
IMr. Abdul Oaijmm, m.l.a. (Central) in the course of a press 
statement. 

Mr. Abdul Oaiyum suggests that a large number of 
Tribal people should be recruited to the Indian arm}'. He 
says, " if twenty thousand tribesmen are ser\dng in our 
army they vill not only be a source of a strength to us but 
we will have no danger of raids or kidnappings from their 
relatives at home. Surely they are better fighters than even 
the Gurklias. I hope the Government of India wiU revise 
their policy regarding the tribes and a peaceful time will 
soon come. ” 

— ‘Free Press Journal’ 3-2-40 

<: 

Sir Akbar Hydcri, President of the Kizam's E.xecutivr* 
Comicil, had been on a tour to the North M'est Frortf'-r 
Province of India. His tour to the Frontier as the repressr:- 
ative of tlie Nizam, sent on his behalf to unveil the trb'-r 
associating the hostel of the Islamia College, Pesha'ivar. 
the Nizam’s name, was in ever}- sense a pompous d-.ruT^serr.- 
tion organised by the I\Iuslun ComrnunalLsts. 

A stream of deputations from ^-arious 
greeted Sir Akbar at Amritsar and Lahore, w-hF; 

Peshawar Station the reception unione h’F' 
presentative character and its members. 
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On the tith Sir Akbar went to lunch with Nawab 
Saaclullah Khan, 25 wiles away from Peshawar, when Modinand 
tribesmen in tlionsands greeted })im at various stages of the 
journey by road. , 

The function at the Islamic College saw the climax of 
the enthusiasm of the Moulavis and Muslim Communalists. 
The buildings and the roads were decorated noth ancient 
Muslim architecture and green flags. 

Sir Akbar Hyderi said in Iris speech, ” Though Hyder- 
.abad is trvo thousand miles away from this place, yet we are 
•very near and we are tied down by a common bond. Had 
not our relations been so mutually connected I would not 
have taken the trouble to traverse such a long distance. I 
sincerely hope to embrace you all as my kiths and Mns only 
because I think that we are all connected bj' a sacred tie. 
Tire students of the Islamia College have to shoulder heavy 
‘"responsibilities and I hope that they shall not shirk from 
that responsibility. You are the missionaries who are to 
preach and propagate Islam to the various tribes in India.’' 
He in the end referred to the duel role of the Frontier Muslims 
.as the connecting link between the Muslims of India and 
the MiisUw peoples across its frontiers and as the custodians 
■of India’s gate-way, the guardians of its inviolabihty. 

Then followed a garden party where more than hundred 
.and fifty prominent personalities u^ere present. Sir Akbar 
'Hyderi appreciated the Cosmopolitan spirit that could be 
•seen ounng to the presence of the persons following different 
faiths. 

On the third day Sir Akbar visited the IChyber Pass 
•with the Political Agent and went as far as the frontiers of 
-India at Landi Khana, meeting wth a warm welcome at 
‘diflerent stages from the Afridi Khasadars and tribesmen. 
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Hr w.is i^iviii .'t f^'iiaul of lionour :it 'I'anul I'ort. Ht; Miitl 
hi"' ]ij.iyrr.'' at tlu' famous mo‘'(iU(‘'' on tlio Frontier. He 
visititl a f,ain f.ietoiy ;nul a])piocia(e(l the denionstnition ol 
the firincr.'^ of tin- enitle pins. 

Ihe leader of the .\fridi tiilie"-, .Mahomed Jamman 
Kh.in welcomed Sii Hydeii and they embraced each other, 
'rix' 1' , trier "'.lid. " yon ao" thi‘ intelligent link lietween the 
iiilv'. on the bionlier .md the Nizam's State. It is my 
input <li"'iit that the lo.ids coimeciint^ tin" I'rontier to the 
Ilydrrali.id should be bioad and straif^dit. Onr .situation 
doe-- not allow ns to follow .1 definite policy. \ct 1 promist" 
on b< h.ilf of my tiibesnieii to the Xj/.am that wt* are alway.s 
.it the "-ervir'i" of His ICvalted Hitjhness.'' Mdiile i;dving a 
leply to this Sir .\kbar s.dd. " theie is not a word that can 
c.xpress the joy that I feel when 1 see such active enthu- 
siasts piardiiiL: tlie pate-way of India. 

l>efoie visitiiif^ Kohat, Sir Hyderi had a prolonged secret 
t.dk with the .Monlavis at Peshtiwar in Mahabatkhan Mo.sque. 

Similar scenes of entluisi.ism were witnessed on the waj* 
to and at Kohat the following day. On the way back, streams 
of depntafioni.sls poured in at the niilwtiy stations and 
einjihasiscd tin; close connection between the Muslims of the 
Punjab and the Nizam’s ."state. 

— ‘Mahratta’ J2-3-40 

<:• <: <u <:- 

Spectacular events in Indian jiolitics have kept the 
visit of the Premier of the Nizanu State to the Indo-Afghan 
frontier unnoticed. The mystery behind the visit remains 
concealed. Peojjle arc talking that the Muslims of India, 
under the leadcnship of the Muslim League, are planning the 
esttiblishment of the Muslim nile over the whole of India 
by making the Nizam its king. Sometime back Mr. Jinnalt 
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paid a visit to the Nizam, talked vith him for two hours 
.about the Indian political problem, and refused to disclose 
the subject matter of their talk to the press. And now comes 
the bomb-shell in the form of the Nizam’s Premier's visit 
to the Indo-Afghan border to visit India’s gate-way in the 
North — the gate-way which joins the Muslim majority provi- 
nces in India with the Muslim States of North and North-West. 
We arc informed by the Associated Press that, " Nawab 
Mahomed Jamman, Head of the Afridi tribe, is reported to 
have said that the presence of the Nizam’s Premier in their 
midst gave them the greatest pleasure and he placed the 
entire resources and services of the Afridi tribe at the disposal 
-of the Nizam and ( further ) said that \\ith its acceptance 
the tribal area would be joined to the premier IMuslim State 
in more than one countrjc” These words are as clear as 
■day-light. The MusUms seem to be thinking of stepping into 
the shoes of the weakening Britishers, establish jMuslim 
raj in India, making the Nizam its Sultan, and joining it to 
Afghanistan, Iran and Turkey which have agreed to render 
mutual support. These seem to be the vaitings on the waU. 
Will Government of India and the Hindus take note of this ? 

— 'Mahratta’ 22-3-40 


<<fr <?> 

Nawab Bahadur Yar Jung, President of the All-India 
•States Muslim League, in a recent speech commented on 
Jlahatma Gandhi’s article on ‘Hyderabad’ published in the 
' Harijan ’. 

The Nawab said that the article contained the talk given 
by Gandhiji to the speaker on his way back from Delhi, 
and thought that if the demand to restore the territories 
was just as admitted by Mahatma Gandhi "it is 3"et to be 
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enquired of him whether equity is a different ^’^ariety from 
justice.” 

Proceeding the Nawab said, "As to the choice of the 
-people of the Ceded areas they were not consulted when 
the territories were taken awa)'^ from Hj'^derabad. Moreover 
jMahatma Gandhi liimself stated in his article that he 
preferred anarch}^ to foreign rule. 

“MHiy should he not tlien ad^dse the people of these 
territories which we demand back to agitate to return to an 
• orderly Indian rule ? The other questions are domestic. ” 
The speaker endorsed INIahatma Gandhi tliat the king is a 
. servant of the people but he is not in the Gandhian term a 
helpless monarch or a mere puppet at the beck and call of 
the legislature. 

The Islamic conception is that of a full-fledged and all- 
powerful Khalif who deri^•cs di\’inc power from the people. 

— 'Mahratta' 29-11-40 

< 4 ' 

GAMDHIJI on H\'DEIC\BAD 

" Mfliat do you sa\’’ to the right of Hyderabad to lae 
-territories tliat have been taken away b\' the Englf-'h urcer 
; some prete.xt or other, e. g. Berar, Ceded Districts, rvanraias: 
etc. ? ” 

This question demands an answer. So fa 
been taken awa}' b}' the English, the right a 
the English. If I am asked as a matter of 

• only say that the people of tlic respective 

• asked to make their choice. That is the onh'^' 

But I suggest that all such discussiea 
India, the geographical unit, gets indepe^*^^*'"^ 

: some da}’’, it means that every compoaKi‘ ; 
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depondcnco. ff indopoiuloiice is won non-violontly, ail tiic- 
component parts wili he volunlariiy iiUerdcpendont working, 
in perfect harmony 'under a ropresent.'itivc central anthoritv 
wliicli will derive its sanction from the confidence reposed in 
it by the component ]>afts. If independence is taken b\* 
force of arms, then the strongest jiower will hold sway ovt;r 
all India. And this may be Hyderaliad for aught I know,. 
All the big and the petty States will be free wilKaiilly from 
the British yoke. They will each fight for their c.vistcnce 
and succumb to the strongest wlio will be the Emperor of 
India. This prc.supposes unarmed millions hang prostrate 
at the feet of the combination of armed States. !Many otlier 
things arc, however, conceivable. The Indian part of the 
British army will probably have consciousness of strength 
and an independent c.\istence. There may be JIuslim anus,. 
Sikh arms, Gurkha arms, Kajimt arms and what not. Thc}' 
may fight among themselves, or, having allied themselves tO' 
some nationalist party, may present a united front to tlie 
Princes. There may also be the descent upon India of the 
warring tribes from the Frontier to share the spoils or tlie 
sovereignty itself. 

The Congress, if it stiU has any tiling of its nonidolence 
left in it, ivill die in the attempt to establish universal peace 
in India. It is not impossible that all tlie warring elements 
wdU find it profitable in more ways than one voluntarily to 
surrender themselves to the moral authoritj'' of a central 
power. This means universal suffrage exercised by a dis- 
ciplined and politically intelligent electorate. It also means 
a decent and permanent burial to communal and other discord. 

But this may not happen. The existing state of things 
does not warrant an optimistic outlook. But I am a man 
of faith. And to faith all things are possible. But supposing: 
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tlu' wor^t happens and lliere is anarchy in the land, if tlicre 
is God njxin earth as He is in licavcn, then you may depend 
upon it that I shall not live to make any choice. I shall 
die in the anarchic flame whilst I am vainly attempting" 
to still it with my tiny, shak\’ hands. But if you ask me in 
advance whether I would face anarchy in preference to foreign 
orderly rule, either British or any other, I would unhesitat- 
ingly phuu]i for anarchy, say, the rule of the Nizam 
supported by Chiefs become fendaton.- to him or supported 
by the border Muslim tribes. In m}’ estimation it will be 
cent per cent domestic. It will be home rule tliougli far,, 
far from self-rule or swa-iaj (^-TR). But you must let 
me repeat that, while I can write thus academically, if thc- 
reality faces me, my choice will be death or tlic rule of the 
people by the jieople for the people. This means tlie rule 
of unadulterated non-violence. So yon see my non-violence- 
is made not of cotton wool but of a metal much harder tlian 
steel and yet softer than cotton wool. You can compare 
it onh* with itself. 

You will naturally tlien ask what place have the Princes 
in my scheme of things. Such a question should not arise 
if you had fully realized the implications of non-violence. 
I'or, the Princes obeying the moral authorit}^ of a central 
liody not sustained by arms will find an honourable place 
as seivnnts of the people. No one will have anj’ rights but 
what arc inherent in a willing performance of one’s duties. 
Thus H. E. H. the Nizam will then be the chosen sen^ant of 
people. Only, then, his people will not be merely tliose 
confined will^niilly within his present borders but ma}"" be 
all India. You must not dismiss this as a utopian scheme. 

I claim to be a practical man. If tire Congress proves true 
to its policy, what may seem todaj’ to be an airj* nothing, 
may tomorrow become an agreeable realit}’. In my scheme 
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•there is no waste of either human talent or creative effort. 
Let mo quote here cable to H. G. Wells in reply to his 
•on the Rights of Man : 

“ Received your cable. Have carefully read your five 
•articles. You will permit me to say, you are on the wrong 
track. I feel sure that I can draw up a better charter of 
rights than you have draivn up. But what good uill it be ? 
"Wlio vdll become its guardian ? If you mean propaganda 
•or popular education, ^mu have begun at the mong end. 
I suggest the right wa^^ Begin with a charter of Duties of 
Man, and I promise the rights will follow as spring follows 
Avinter. I write from experience. As a young man I began 
life by seeking to assert my rights, and I soon discovered I 
had none — ^not even over my wife. So I began by discover- 
ing and performing my duty by my wife, my children, friends, 
•companions and society, and I find today that I have greater 
rights, perhaps, tlian any living man I know. If this is too 
tail a claim, then I say I do not know anyone who possesses 
.greater rights than I. ” 

Sevagram, 8-10-40 

— ‘Harijan’ 13-10-40. 

iify <❖ 

Barr. SAVARKAR on HYDERABAD 
Under the caption ' Hyderabad ' Gandhiji has recently 
written an article in the ‘Harijan’ dated the 13th October 
1940, purported to be a reply to a real or fancied correspondent 
who wanted to know uhat Gandhiji thought of the “ Right 
•of Hyderabad to the Territories of Berar, Ceded Dictricts, 
Kamatak, etc., which had been taken away by the British 
under some prctc.x or the other. " 

It is not any special merit which attaches to this article 
"but it is the mischievous effect, it is sure to produce on the 
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.lloslem public mind by inciting them to press on tire Pakistan 
movement witli added zeal that the article must be brought 
.'to the notice of the Hindu public and condemned fortliwith. 

From the trend of tlie article, it is clear that the article 
is deliberately meant by Gandhiji to goad the Muslims on 
to continue the Pakistan movement with greater confidence 
in as much as he extends in the course of the article a covert 
■support and holds before the eyes of the IMuslim fanaticism 
•an lussurance that if but the Muslims dare to strike in time 
to establish a Moslem Fmjjire in India, the move is very 
likely to succeed and could be in a way morally and politically 
justified. 

M'e have, it on the evidence of no less reliable an autliority 
than Sw;imi Shraddhanandji himself that after the last Anglo- 
Afghan M^ar of 1919, Gandhiji abetted the treacherous move 
■on the part of the Moslem leaders to invite the Amir Amanullah 
of Afghanistan to invade India again. Mr. A. J. Karandikar 
has recentlj’’ written a series of articles in the ‘ Kesari ’ and the 
IMahratta ’ quoting chapter and verse, and proved it to the 
hilt that the charge was true. 

Even recently time and again Gandhiji and his Congressite 
licnchmen have stated it covcrtl}' and overtly that if the 
Moslems are bent upon cutting India piecemeal and con- 
vert parts of it into purely IMoslem Raj, no power could stop 
them from doing so and these Congressite patriots would not 
hesitate to subject themselves to this would — be Pakistan as 
that also would be an Indian Rule. 

If we take into consideration, in addition to this, the 
•contact Gandhiji has been trj’ing to establish with the Frontier 
Tribes for several years by sending out his trusted emissaries 
like .Mirabcn, Perinben, Bhulabhai, Asafbhai and a n,Umber 
of other Bens and Bhais to woe the Pathans and plead their 
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cause that it is the economic and moral starvation alone 
which has compelled these poor Frontier Tribes, whom, 
Gandliiji styles as 'God-fearing’, to take to such 'legitimate' 
means of securing relief as looting, kidnapping, abducting, 
forcibly converting and murdering the Hindu men and 
women in the Frontier districts, — ^\vhcn we take into conside- 
ration all tliese activities, past and present, of Gandhist 
group and then read this article written by Gandhiji, no 
shred of doubt could be left in tlie mind of anj’’ clear-sighted 
Hindu reader as to the fact that Gandhi and his Congressite 
Hindu follou'crs arc about to play once again the same mischief ; 
they would not hesitate to help the Moslem in the treacherous 
plot of Pakistan which thc)^ are alread}^ hatching to re- 
establish IMoslcm suzerainty in India, either by compelling- 
the Hindus to acquiesce in a constitution after the Pakistan 
model under British pressure or bj' resorting to an armed 
revolution in case the British arc perchance compelled b}’^ 
a crushing defeat in the ^^'’orld War to leave India and no new 
invader steps in. 

If a correspondent has recdl}'- asked Gandliiji what he 
tliought about the ‘Right’ of Hyderabad to the restitution 
of the Ceded territories and believed that if but tlie equit5f 
of the case is certified imder the sign and seal of the Shegaon 
tribunal the British Government v’ould forthnuth restore 
the territories to the Nizam, he must be a simpleton indeed. 
It is steel and gun-powder that decide tlie restitution of 
Kingdoms ! But in spite of it all, Gandhiji seriously goes 
on arguing the silly question as seriousl}’’ as it was asked 
and delivers his judgment to the effect, " So far as the terri- 
tories have been taken away by the English, the right accrues 
against the English.” 

Now, making allowance for the fact that Gandliiji knou's 
as little of Indian Histor}' as of Hebrew, he should have 
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JoiowTi at least this much about the case, he so seriously argues 
■that the Ceded territories were ceded by the Nizam to the 
English in return of the protection which the English offered 
Jiim against the conquering Mahratta forces. 

The Mahrattas had well-nigh finished the Nizam at 
Kharda and he knew that he would soon be standing as a 
prisoner at the gate of the Peshwas in Poona, where his Vazir 
was already undergoing the same fate, if he did not call in 
the English to protect him. The other territories were con- 
•quered by the English from the Nizam by the right of 
the sword. 

But, if perchance Gandhiji refuses to recognise any right 
which is based on the conquest by sword as right at all, then 
instead of asking the English to restore the conquered 
and Ceded territories to the Nizam, Gandhiji must ask the 
Nizam to evacuate even the territories which he possesses 
at present for the simple reason that he usurped the whole 
Dominion from the Moghul Emperor who had appointed 
the Nizam as his Governor, by an armed revolt against 
his oum Master. 

Najq if the right of the conquest by sword is out of court 
.altogether then the first rightful oivner who could be ascer- 
tained at present and to whom the whole territory, the Nizam 
possesses as well as the ceded districts etc., ought to be restored 
■straight, — is the Maharaja of Vijayanagar 1 For, it was his 
ancestors who were the rightful owners of that lOngdom before 
the Moslem hoards “ came vdth iron hands and from our 
Fathers snatched the Land. ” 

But leaifing this question of “right” aside, Gandhiji 
•proceeds, “ If I am asked as a matter of equity, I can only 
state that the people of the respective parts, that is, Berar, 
Geded Districts, Kamatak, etc., should be asked to rnake their 
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choice, that is the only equity I know. ” Now, no one cait 
have any objection to this pleasant platitude but for the fact 
that it is resorted to as a subterfuge to shirk the risk of teUing- 
the whole truth. The real bone of contention in such a matter 
is bound to be, how to ascertain this chioce of the people. 

If Gandhiji was serious in holding up the democratic 
principle then instead of stopping short with this innocuous- 
platitude he should have -unequivocally stated that the 
people’s choice must be determined by the majorit)^ vote. 
But he knew the fact that the majority, not onty of the Ceded 
Districts but of even the Nizam State itself being Hindus,. 
a free plebiscite was bound to call upon the Nizam to clear 
out of the State altogether and any clear statement on the 
part of Gandhiji holding up the right of the Hindu majority 
woidd have consequently angered the Moslems whom in the 
latter part of the article he wanted to please in particular. 

That is why he stopped short of teUing the truth. The 
fraternity of soothsajmrs through all ages, who swear that 
they tell nothing but truth has had always to resort to the 
subterfuge of telling half truths which are often worse than 
lies, whenever they wemt to avoid the risk of telling the real 
truth and yet save their reputation as truth-tellers. 

Not satisfied uith onty answering the question asked by 
the correspondent regarding the right of the Nizam to have 
the ceded and otlier districts only, Gandhiji utilises the 
occasion to enter into a digression totally unconnected with 
the original question. After beating about the bush a 
great deal regarding the different possibilities of the future 
development of Indian political situation and after assuming 
a number of absurdities he comes to the conclusion tliat in 
case the British power is overthrown in India as the result 
of the war and in case no other non-Indian world-power steps 
immediatch’’ in the shoes of Britain to rule India which con- 
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sequentl}^ would be left in the throes of an internal anarch}^ "the- 
strongest ponder in the Land will hold sway over all India and 
this,” Gandhi ji avers, “ma}^ be Hyderabad for ought I know. 
AH other big and petty chiefs ^vill ultimately succumb to the- 
strongest power of the Nizam who null be the Emperor of India.” 

But what will be the role of the Congress and Gandhiji 
himself under these circmnstances ? According to Gandhiji 
‘‘the poor Congress if it is true to its creed of non-violence 
wiU die.” Quite a sound view, that such a body devoted to 
such a creed can be blessed with no other fate ! Even Gandhiji 
who says in the article, " I am a man of faith and to a man 
of faitli notliing is impossible, ” admits that tlie Congress 
future is dark ! " The e.xisting state of things does not 

warrant any optimistic outlook. ” 

But Gandhiji will not feel quite out of sorts even if the 
Congress dies and such an anarchy sets in. 

For says he, '* If j'^ou ask me in advance whether I would, 
face anarchy to foreign orderly rule, either British or any 
other I would unliesitatingly plump for anarchy, say, the rule- 
of the Nizam supported b}' the chiefs become feudatory’ to 
him or supported bj^ the border iMoslem tribes. ‘Because’ 
Gandhiji pointedly observes, '' in mv estimation such a rule^ 
— under the Nizam raised to be the Emperor of India by 
reducing aU other Hindu chiefs to his feudatories vith the 
help of tlie border IMoslem tribes — such a rule will be cent 
per cent domestic. It will be Home Rule. ” 

And after all this, Gandhiji adds " But this is aU 

academic ! ! ” 

Geographicalty speaking, Aurangazeb too was bom and 
bred in India. But was his Rule on that account looked upon 
by the Hindus as ‘Home Rule’? No. It was on the contrarj^ 
hated by them as a veritable hell and the rule of an}'^ 'MoslemL 
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conqueror in future is hound to he similarly hated and over- 
Ihrown a new Shivaji or Bajirao or Ranjeet. 

For this reason and also from the Ahimsak point of 
view, we sincerely request Gandhiji that it will be more in 
keeping with the principle of Ahimsa that he should not 
compromise with cither logic or reason or circumstances or 
even with dcstin5^ He himself has averred that he is a man 
of faith and to a man of faith like him nothing is impossible. 
Then Avhy not once for all make it 'possible' to have the 
Ahimsak Empire itself firmly established in India at a stroke 
of ‘faith’ ? Fortunately for us, there is Vinoba Bhave at 
hand who with the spinning-wheel is doubtless better fitted 
as the first Ahimsak Emperor of India than a Nizam bristling 
Avith spears, swords and guns from top to toe. 

But the insunnountable difficulty which perhaps might 
have rendered Vinoba Bhave ineligible to this Iiigh honour 
seems to be the fact that after all he still continues to be 
Hindu and no Moslem can over submit to a Hindu Rule. 
But as Hindus, at any rate, those of the non-\dolent school 
can but only feel honoured to tender subjection to a Moslem 
Rule and as it is impossible to find a Moslem dedicated to 
non-violence, Gandhiji was perhaps left with no choice but 
to offer the Croun to His Exalted Highness the Nizam. 

Be that as it ma3'’ we cannot refrain ourselves from 
offering a friendly suggestion to the Nizam that he should 
think twice before he allows His Exalted head to get swollen 
with any such quixotic ambition as the Pakistani Moslems 
and the few Hindus of masochistic Gandhi-breed ma)? goad 
him on to indulge in. 

Last time these very'’ Gandhi-Azads along witli the 
Ithilafatists persuaded Amanullah the Amir to believe that 
he was the God-appointed heir — apparent to the Indian throne. 
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As Fate would have it, Batcha-i-Sakka, the son of a water- 
carrier finished liim. This time the verj'^ ill-omened Ghandhist 
group joining hands vdth the Pakistani Moslems, is trying 
"to goad on the poor Nizam to bid for the Crovm of Indian 
Umpire. May God save him from a similar coming fate ! 

Although Gandhiji being a man of ‘faitli’ could afford 
lo be unconscious in the course of his article tliat there is 
some such political factor in India as the Hindu people to 
be taken into account ; and although the Nizam and the 
Frontier tribes are on his brain as the only living forces in 
India, jet the Nizam at least must be knou^ing, at any rate 
after the Hindu Cml Resistance Movement of last year that 
the Hindu Sanghatan Movement constitutes a second and 
•a challenging factor in Indian pohtics today and is grouing 
•daily from strength to strength. 

If such an anarchy as Gandhiji takes for granted in his 
:article, does ever set in, leaving Hindus and the Moslems 
face to face in India, there cannot now be even the ghost 
•of a chance for the Nizam to make his wa}* to the Indian 
imperial tluone, even if all the Frontier tribes are expected 
io come down to Hyderabad cn ma^se to support him. 

Just as tlie article in the ‘Harijan’ has told us the acade- 
mical forecast of the masochistic school of Gandhist Hindus, 
•even so the -vdiile Hindu Sanghatanist also has weighed ozt 
his academical prospects. The Hindu Sanghatanist 
into account the millions of Hindus from Kashmere to rxe 
'Cape, who are being animated b\' the pan-Hindu spint- 

He knows the hour of Hindu resurrection 1: 

•struck, and the very dead bones of our heroic i 
•even the very Hindu Princes, have stirred up vrii 
and impulse. They cannot long remain unconcer: 

Moslem Princes threaten a nation-uide Ci'vil F ^r. 
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Tlio forcmo'^t of tlic Hindu Princes have realised that 
if Hindndom fall?, ilic Hindu States too must fall vdth it. 
As defenders of Hindu faith and Hindu Imnour they form the 
reserved forces of Hindudom, organised centres of Hindu 
strength wliicli oven toda\' will outweigh by far the utmost 
which a Hyderabad lierc or a Hhopal there can do to spite- 
thc Hindu cause. 

From Udeipur, Jodhpur, Jaipur, Gwalior, Indore, Dhar, 
Dewas, Baroda to Kolhapur, it is almost an unbroken chain 
of Hindu i^Iilitarj* camps of organised Hindu. Governments, 
which animated by the new Hindu spi7Vi, cannot but come 
forward in their own interests as 'a ell as those of Hindudom 
as a whole to defend the Hind:vi cJuisc. Even Scindia alone, 
other things being equal, can j^fmash up tlie Kixam on any new 
Udgir or Kharda field he '/-hooscs. Pressed by these over- 
whelming Hindu forces fi'-om the North and those of the 
Mysore, Travancorc and Co^jiJn in the South, the poor Niram. 
will simply be sandwiched between tlicm and instead of 
winning back the ceded distriicts will have, on the contran* 
to cede whatever districts hliv. ulrcadv possesses today. 
There will not be left a trace of 3lo.^;lcm.J?dle from the Seas 
in the South to the Jamvma in the North. 

But what of the Frontier tribes and Islamic Kingdoms- 
outside India which are expected to help the ‘faithftil’ in India 
to bring into being a new Moslem Empire — tlie Pakistan ? 

M'eU, let tlte Pakistan alone, — the few ‘Sthanas’ like 
3’^our Afghanistan, Arbastan and even Turkastan are 
themselves getting thrown into a melting pot and the\* wilt 
have to thank their stars if the\' can help onl}* themsehts 
to survive the European onslaught. Even Nadirshahas 
and Ahamadshahas could not save the Moghul Empire of 
the ‘faithfuls’ in India in the hev'day of their power from. 



-44 


GAN'DHI-MUSLm CONSPIRACY 


If an academical probability is at all to be indulged in, 
•of aU factors that count today, His Majesty the King of 
Nepal, the scion of the Shisodias, alone has the best chance 
•of %\dnning the Imperial cro^^m of India, Strange as it may 
•seem, the EngHsh know it better than we Hindus do. So 
.shrewd a politician and historian as Persival Langdon himself 
■^mtes in the end of his voluminous work on Nepal ; — " The 
fact is that the communal strife from one end of India to the 
•other invests Nepal with an importance that it would be 
foolish to overlook.'’ 

“ Enghshmen should attempt to imderstand the high 
-position which Nepal holds in the Southern Asiatic balance 
.and the great and growing importance which she will possess 
in the future in the solution of the problems which beset the 
present state of India. Nepal stands today on the threshold 
•■of a new' life. Her future calls her in one direction and one 
only. It is not impossible that Nepal may even be called 
upon to control the destiny of India itself. " 

Even Britain will feel it more graceful that the Sceptre 
of Indian Empire, if it ever slips out of her grip, should be 
handed over to an equal and independent ally of Britain like 
His Majest}' the King of Nepal than to one who is but a vassal 
.and a vanquished potentate of Britain like the Nizam. 

But w'e also repeat that all this is academic meant only 
lo serve a virile antidote to the inferiority complex wiiich 
ihe spineless academical forecast of Gandhiji betrays. 

And yet, if but the Hindus reahse and take stock of the 
inexhaustible resources of strength they have still at hand rela-, 
tively to the Indian Moslems, resurvey them from a pan-Hindu 
angle of A'ision and take the field in time, they rviU find that much 
■that sounds academic today could even be made actual and the 
racial dream of a consolidated, mighty and independent Nation 
could be realised sooner than they dare to expect ! 
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Gandliiji is an expert in the science of surrender and the 
Indian ]\Iuslims are shrewd enougJi to gatlicr fruits of his- 
surreiider. ^Vc are not speaking in an ironical vein, Gandhiji 
himself has written an article oir ‘ the Science of Surrender ' 
in ‘Young India,’ 9-7-1^25, in which he sa\'s, “ YTaat a 
lover gives transcends justice. And yet it is always less 
than he wishes to give because he is anxious to give more 
and frets that he has nothing left. ” The public might well 
be aware of the fact that Gandhiji was prepared to give a 
‘blank cheque’ to Indian Muslims at the Second Round Table 
Conference. But neither he nor the Muslims were satisfied 
with that gift. And hence Gandliiji has gone another step- 
further on the path of surrender and is pledging the support 
of the Congress for the establishment of ‘MusHra Raj’ in India. 
The readers must not think that we are making baseless 
allegations. Gandhiji himself writes in ‘Harijan’ of 23-3-40, 
“ It is the Muslims who will impose their will by force singh'’ 
or witli British assistance on an unresisting India. If I can 
carry the Congress witli me I would not put tlie iMuslims to 
the trouble of using force. I would be ruled by tliem for 
it would still be Indian rule.” Now that Gandhiji has become 
the sole dictator of the Congress there is no question of the 
Congress going against him. Even in 1921 ‘ The Citizen ' 
an organ of tlie Liberals of IMadras WTote in a prophetic vein, 
"The Ahmedabad Congress has made IMr. Gandhi dictator. 
Democracy may now hide its diminished head ' in shame. 
The thing was bound to come, historj^ could not but repeat 
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itself. And a dictator today \vould become a traitor to- 
morrow. Circumstances arc also tending in that direction. ” 

The prophecy of the Madras liberals is now being ful- 
filled. Gandlhji is travelling the path from dictatorship to 
treachery. The incipient dictator is turning out to be a 
Hindu Quisling. And this Hindu edition of the Norwegian 
•original might prove to be more dangerous, on account of his 
power of hypnotising the masses. In a recent article on 
Hyderabad in ‘Harijan/ 13-10-40 he says, “ Thus H. E. H- 
the Ni/ara, will then be the chosen servant of people. Only 
then, his people will not be merely those continued willynilly 
-within his present borders but may be all India. You must 
jaot dismiss this as a utopian scheme. I claim to be a practical 
jnan. If tlie Congress proves true to its policy, what may 
seem today to be an airy nothing may tomorrow become an 
aigrceable reality.” Gandhiji recognises that Nizam’s rule will 
mean anarchy in India. "STt he unhesitatingly plumps for 
that anarch}'. This preference for anarchy has a motaj^hy- 
tsical reason behind it which is e.xplained by Gandhiji in 
‘Harijan,’ 7-10-1939 as follows ; " I hold that for full play 
•of non-violence only one party need believe in' it. Indeed 
if both believe in it and live upto it there is no appreciation 
or demonstration of it. To live at peace with one another 
is the most natural thing to do. But neither ])arty gains 
the merit that the exercise of non-violence carries with it. ” 

I'rom the above passage it will be clear that in order 
to gain s])iritual merit for himself he is read}' to plunge the 
whole country in a bloodbath. The responsible leaders of 
the countr}' should consider whether they arc j^repared to 
stake the life of our nation for the idiocrasics of a j\Iahatma. 
The Hindu.s should realise that the role that is cast for 
them in the mad experimonts of the Mahatma, is that of a 
.Tion-violent victim. Gandhiji oxprc.ssos in the .same article 
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that " My principal work lies through teaching at least the 
Hindus to learn the art of non-violence. ” According to 
•Gandhiji’s philosophj* it is better for the masses to be invaded 
by a foreign amiy than to be defended b}’’ a national anny. 
And this is not a joke. For the ex-Presidont of Gandhi* 
Seva Sangh Mr. Mashruwala himself has written in ‘ Harijan' 
4-11-1939, " The masses have really less to fear from invading 
armies than from the countri^’s own armies.” We suspect 
that the ‘Gandhi Seva Sangh’ is a factor}' for manufacturing 
•Quislings. Even the much-maligned Machiavclli has remark- 
•cd that “ Peace is more burdensome for men that are enslaved 
than war is for men that arc free.” Gandhiji's scheme of 
non-violent defence of India is a natural corollary of the 
absurd proposition of Mr. i\Iashruwala. Fortunatch' for us 
the leading mcml)crs of the Congress Working Committee 
do not believe in the above theory. But they do not realise 
the tragic consequences of following Gandhiji in spite of 
-eheir disbehef in non-violence. For Ghandhiji himself has 
•declared in ‘Harijan,’ i..]-io-ig3Q, ‘‘ So far as I can read the 
Working Committee’s mind after a fairly full discussion, 
the members think that Congressmen arc unprepared for 
non-violent defence against armed invasion. The tragedy 
•of the situation is that if the Congress is to throw' in its lot 
with those w'ho believe in the necessity of armed defence of 
India the past 20 years w'ill hai-e been years of gross neglect 
•of the primaiy duty of Congres. men to Icam the science of 
.armed w'arfare. And I fear that histori' will hold me as 
the general of the fight responsible for the tragedj'. The 
future historian will say that I should have perceived that 
the nation w'as learning not non-\'iolence of the strong but 
•merely passivity of the w'cak and I should have therefore 
provided for Congressmens’ military training. Being obsessed 
Avitli the idea that somehow or other India w'ill learn true 
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non-violence it would not occur to me to invite ni}* co-workers 
to train tliemsclvos for anned defence. Nor am I even nov 
repentent for the past. ” Being conscious of having emas- 
culated the Hindus by his teaching Gandhiji is now preparing 
to hand us over to the insecure custody of Nizam, supported 
by the wild border tribes. 

Even Gandhiji has some lucid moments in wliiclj he is- 
conscious of the tragic consequences of his policy. During" 
his fast of 1924, Mr. Maliadeo Desai asked him where his error 
lay for wliich he was doing that penance. To this question 
Gandhiji replied, ” Mj’' error ? ^^Tly, I ma3»^ be charged with 
having committed a breach of faith with the Hindus. I 
asked them to lay their lives and propert}^ at the disposal! 
of tlie Mussalmans for tlie protection of their holy places. 
Even today I am asking them to practise Ahimsa to settle 
quarrels by dying but not killing. And what do I find to 
be the result ? How many temples have been desecrated !' 
How many sisters came to me with complaint ? As I was 
saying yesterday to Hakimji, Hindu women are in mortal 
terror of Mussalman goondas. In man)’- places they fear 

to go out alone. I had a letter from How can I bear the 

way in which his little children were molested ? How can 
I now ask the Hindus to put up with every thing patiently ? 

I gave them the assurance that the friendship of Mussahnans 
was boimd to bear good fruit. I asked them to befriend 
them r^ardless of the result. It is not in my power 
today to make good that assurance. ^Vho listens to me ? 
And yet I must ask the Hindus even today to die and not 
to kiU. I can only do so by laj’ing down my life. ” If he 
had died at that time we -would have been rid of this perni- 
cious canker eating into the vdtals of the Hindu society. 

Really speaking we do not understand why this Mahatma 
is so insistent on prescribing us non-violence. He does not 
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disbelieve in the right of might. He hhnself has declared 
in the " Science of Surrender ‘ Might is right ' is the last 
word of ‘ justice and nothing but justice.’ This is not an 
off-hand statement. For, in ‘Harijan’ 21-10-39 says^ 
" The question therefore resolves itself into not who is numeri- 
cally superior but who is stronger. Surely there is only one 
answer.” It is because he believes in the strength of the 
Muslims that he is preaching the justice of Nizam’s cause. 
We do not think that the Muslims are a match to the Hindus 
in any sense. Let there be a fair trial of strength between 
the Muslims and the Hindus unhampered by this pernicious 
doctrine of surrender and non-violence. Gandhiji also at 
one time believed in such a fair trial of strength. In 'Young 
India’ 18-9-24 he sa5'-s, "I hate duelling, but it has a romantic 
side to it. I am engaged in bringing that side of it to the 
fore. I would love to engage in a duel mth the Big Brother. 
When we are both satisfied that there is no chance of Unitj'" 
without bloodshed and that even we two, cannot agree to 
live in peace, I must then invite the Big Brother to a duel 
with me. I know that he can twist me round his thick fingers 
and dash me to pieces. That day Hinduism will be free. 
Or if he lets me kiU him in spite of the strength of a giant, 
Islam in India will be free. He wall have atoned for all the 
bullying by tlie average Musalman. What I detest is the 
match between goondas of both the parties. Any peace 
based upon such trial of strength will tmn to bitterness in 
the end. The way to get rid of the Hindu cowardice is for 
the educated portion to fight the goondas. We may use 
sticks and other clean weapons. My Ahimsa wall allow the 
use of them. We shall be killed in the fight but that v^ill 
chasten both the Hindus and the Musalmans. That would 
remove the Hindu cowardice in a moment. As things are 
going each party vill be the slaves of their own goondas. 
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That means dominance of the militarj? power. England 
fought for the predominance of the civil power and won 
and lived. Lord Curzon did much harm to us. But he 
was certainly brave and right when he stood out for the 
predominance of civil authority. When Rome passed into 
the hands of the soldiery, it fell. My whole soul rises 
against the very idea of the custody of my religion passing 
into the hands of the goondas. Confining myself therefore 
for the present to the Hindus I must respectfully but earnestly 
warn the thinking Hindus against relpng upon the assistance 
of goondas for the protection of their temples, themselves 
and their wives and children. With the weak bodies they 
liave they must be determined to stand at their post and to 
die fighting or vithout fighting. ” "While Gandhiji was thus 
■earnestly advising the educated Hindus to organise for self- 
defence another great Hindu leader. Dr. Hedgewar of Nagpur 
tried to put this precept into practice by organising the 
weUknovm "Rashtriya Swayamsevak Sangh.” And yet 
Gandhiji has been ignoring this institution started uuth 
the avowed purpose of doing away vdth Hindu cowardice 
and strengthening the bonds of unity among the Hindus. 

^Vhile stating the reasons of the weakness of Hindus in spite 
of their being in a majority Gandhiji in 'Harijan' 21-10-39, 
‘says, “Hinduism is an elastic, indefinable term and Hindus 
are not a homogeneous whole like Muslims and Christians.” 
This statement betraj^s Gandhiji’s gross ignorance of the 
latest movements for the regeneration of Hinduism. Hinduism 
is not an elastic and indefinable term but something positive 
and definite. Barr. Savarkar has clearly defined it, and 
Rashtriya Swayamsevak Sangh has clearly demonstrated 
that though dmded by castes and creeds the Hindus are 
a homogeneous ’ whole. As these facts have been proved, it 
is time for the Hindus to shed theii inferiority comple.v. 
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Hero, we imisl draw the attention of the readers to a very 
important point. In his article on Hyderabad, Gandliiji 
has declared that 'the nile of the Hizain supported by the 
border Muslim tribes or chiefs feudatory to him would, in 
his estimation, be cent per cent domestic. It would be Home 
Rule. ’ (landhiji’s numerous followers arc telling us on every 
occasion that they arc willing to accept Muslim rule in India. 
But do they really kuow what Muslim rulc'mcans in practice ? 
Tlic Muslims in India are incapable to rule this vast countrj’^ 
■without Muslim help from o\Usido. So, in practice, itluslim 
rule will mean, not the rule of the Indian Muslims but of 
•those recniitcd from outside. This fact is, well illustrated 
hy a reference to Akbar’s so called national administration. 
W. H. Morland in an economic sur\-cj* of India at the death 
of Akbar writes, “ The service was not by any means confined 
•to men of Indian Kationalitj’ and in Akbar’s time it was 
predominantly foreign. The approximate composition of the 
service \mdcr .-Vkbar can be ascertained from Blochmann’s 
Jal)ourious notes to lists of Amirs and IMansabdars given 
by Abul Fazal ; these lists include all appointments made 
■during the reign to the ranks above 500, and also those holders 
•of inferior rank who were alive when the 'Ain’ was compiled 
about 1595. Omitting the small number of officers whose 
•origin is not on record, I find that just under 70% of the 
Tcmaindcr belonged to families whicli had cither come to 
India with Humayun or had arrived at court after the accession 
•of Akbar ; the remaining 30% of the appointments were 
made by Indians rather more than half by itluslims and rather 
less than half b\- Hindus. Akbar has often been praised for 
the enlightened policy which offered such scope for adrance- 
ment to his Hindvi subjects and the praise is deserved 
provided tliat proper stress is laid on the element of policy. 
In. the course of’ about 40 years he appointed in all 21 Hindus 
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to ranks above 500 but of these 17 wore Rajputs. That is to 
say that a great majority of tlie appointments were made 
to consolidate his hold over the chiefs who submitted to 
his rule " 

It has been established how Muslim rule is really foreign 
rule as regards the governing element. Now we shall prove 
how this rule wilt lx; entirely foreign so far as ideals 
and traditions are concerned. The anonymous l^Iuslim 
author of ‘ The Confederacy of India ” sax’s “ Ordinarily 
the formation of the Indusstan Federation may constitute 
a vcr\' attractive idea for the Muslims but perhajjs it 
would lx; shorn Of all its attractiveness if we were to explain 
to them ail its implications and consequences. .V Muslim 
state may not mean a state in the Western sense of the word 
to which the Indian Muslims have become accustomed. It 
may mean th<‘ purging of the Indian Muslims of alt the un- 
Islamic infinenccs which they h.ave contnicted on account 
of their clo-:e cont.act with the non-Muslim romintinities 
in India. It may also mean the establishment (»f a iJait-iil- 
-mal and regular p.iyment of zakat into it. It may ;iv 
Well require the Muslim agriculturi-ts to forgo the protection 
v.'liich tile Land .Mienatinn Act provides to them in the 
Punjab .and tlie N. M*. IL Province .ag.iinst ex-propriation 
at the haIld•^ of the non-agricuttural trilx'S. It m.ay require 
some Mn-Iim enmnuinities of Sind like Khojas and Kachltt 
to give up tla- Hindu Kaw .and instead be governed 
by the 'n.ahoni' dan Law and of tlx- Punjab to discard cu-'- 
tomar^.' 1 uv .and in-tead ajiply to tliem-V.-lves the .Muslim law 
of inii’ ritanr.-. It tn iy tn*-nn many otie r thing> to which 
ih" M;idi;u> rti'V not b' p.'-.-jMre^L V>y mentioning tliia 
.w of tlie prop-j) d f..d'Tatio:i v..; do not tne.in (o terrify 
iL • .Mu.'tir.'. :.t it - pro ;--ot. We ref- r to it ‘ imply in tlw 
ir.'.'je,'-. of l;on t pre of the ‘-uhject .and to point 
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■out to them the' fact that they have considerably wandered 
away from Islam.” This appaling prospect of de-Indianisation 
is repeUant to the ordinary Indian Muslims themselves. 
Yet their fanatical leaders are determined to force the Islamic 
Law in aU its primitive ruthlessness upon their helpless 
followers. If the Muslim leaders can exliibit such utter callous- 
ness as regards the feelings of their co-religionists, what hope 
is there, of their being more considerate in deali n g with the 
Hindus, whom they are pleased to call Kafiirs. The notorious 

■ ■'Muslim Outlook’ of Lahore, has already expressed its hope 
that the future Muslim rulers of India would continue the good 

■work begun by Sultan Maliamud of Ghazni and Aurangzeb. 

Before closing we must bring to the notice of the readers 
-a remarkable criticism of Syed Abdul Lath's scheme by 
the anonymous Muslim author of ‘ The Confederacy of 
India ' 'The author has conveniently closed his eyes to 
. a few realities, namely, the All India National Congress and 
and tire well awakened Hindu Community while suggesting 
that a long strip of tire country extending to the port of 
Madras and a large area around Calcutta which are prominently 
Hindu tracts, may be included in the Muslim Zones of Hydera- 

■ bad and Bengal respectively. ’ The sequel has proved that 
the Syed of Hyderabad was asking too little instead of too 
much when such a champion of surrender was leading ( or 

rshaU we say misleading ) the Indian National Congress. 



SHRADDHANAND versus GANDHIJI 
SHAUKAT ALT’S PIL^NKS 

I In this passage S^rami Shraddhanand reveals how Shaiikat Ali waa 
preparing the ground for the final abandonment of non-violence, 3 

There is one particular fact about IMaulana Shaukat Ali's 
doings, rvhich I must relate here. Sitting on the dias in 
the Calcutta Special Session, Maulana Shaukat Ali, in the 
hearing of more than 50 persons, ^Yhile the merits of non- 
violence were being discussed, said “ ]\Iahatma Gandhi is a 
shrewd Bania. You do not imderstand his real object. 
By putting you imder discipline, he is preparing you for 
Guerilla warfare. He is not such an out-and-out non-violen- 
dst as you aU suppose. ” I uns shocked to hear all this 
from the big brother and remonstrated \\ith him which he 
treated nith humour. I had no occasion to talk to IMahatma 
Gandhi about it at Calcutta. Next came the ordinarj’’ session 
at Nagpur which I attended. There too I noticed the big 
Ali plajdng the same pranks. On that occasion I wanted to 
warn Maliatma Gandhi but unfortuntely I was attacked with 
influenza and could not join tlie last sitting of tlie Session. 
Still I uTOte to Mahatmaji telling of my inabilify to go to 
him and asked him to come to me because I had an important 
communication to make. He also pleaded his inabilitj’’ to 
get ofi from deputations from different prodnccs who came 
to see him and sent his Sccrctart*, Shrijait iMahadeva Desai, 
instead. I gave liim my message to Gandhiji saying that 
he ought to be on his guard lx:cause his motives were being 
misrepresented by his trusted colleagues. Tlicrc was another 
prominent fact to which I drew the attention of Jlahatma 
Gandhi. Both of us went together one night to the Khiiafat 
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Conference at Nagpur. The Ayats ( verses ) of the Quran 
recited by Maulanas on that occasion contained frequent 
references to Jihad against and the killing of Kaffirs. But 
when I drew lus attention to this phase of the IChilafat 
movement Maliatmaji smiled and said, 

“ They are alluding to the British bureaucracy.” 

In reply I said that it was all subversive of the ideal 
of non-violence and when a revulsion of feehng came, the 
Mohammadan Maulanas would not refrain from using these 
verses against the Hindus. 

— ‘The Liberator’ 22-7-26 

HISTORY OF THE WIRE TO AMANULLAH 
In the middle of April 1921 when I was allowed by my 
medical adviser to leave my bed, to which I had been confined 
for three months and a half, they admonished me not to 
^valk more than two furlongs a day, to lie down for rest as 
much as possible and not to undertake long night joume3^s. 
But the marriage of Pandit Motilal Nehru’s daughter was 
to be celebrated in tlie beginning of May and aU the Hindu 
and Muslim leaders were to be there. I could not absent 
myself and therefore went to Delhi first, from which place 
I started for AJlaliabad. I broke jomney at Caunpore and 
I mention this because I spoke there in a public meeting and 
exhorted non-violent non-co -operators not to nurse the 
thought of getting Swaraja vdthin 12 months because if dis- 
appointed there might set in a reaction which would prostrate 
the whole nation for scores of years. I asked them to fight 
the battle of freedom to the very end and make proper pre- 
parations for it. 

The next day I left for Allahabad b}' the Punjab Howrah 
Mail. Maulana Muhammad Ali was also travelling bj'’ the 
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same train and I got in his compartment. Our talk centred 
round the topic of the day. Sir William Vincent (then 
Home Member of the Government of India) had repeated 
from his safe place in the Legislative Assembly that he had 
•documentary proofs shewing that Mr, Muhammad Ali 
■was corresponding with the Kabul Government against the 
British. During that very period a second class leader of 
the moderate liberal party' — because aU of them were leaders ; 
■there were no followers — told me that a letter intercepted by 
the C. I. D. was actually showa to Dr. Sir Tej Bahadur 
Sapru purporting to have been mitten by Mr. 
Muhammad Ali. I gave the whole thing in the press and 
•challenged the Government to pubhsh a fascimile of the 
same in the papers so that the pubhc might have an occasion 
to judge whether the letter was in the handwriting of Mr. 
Muhammad Ali at all. On his enquiring about the language 
in which the letter in dispute was written, I told him that 
it was alleged to be in Persian. M. Muhammad Ali exclaimed 
” Then it could not be ivritten by me. I am not only innocen 
•of Arabic but cannot write a letter in correct Persian. Urdu 
poet though I am of some worth.” I could not then understand 
how a man, iimocent of both the Arabic and the Persian 
language could obtain the degree of Maulana, but the riddle 
was solved when I read the following in the open letter 
addressed to Musalmans by the late Maulana Abdul Bari 
■of Lucknow, the declared Murshid of the Ali Brothers. At 
page 35 he mote : — 

“ The diploma ( sanad ) of Maulana, which has been 
awarded to brother Maulana Muhanunad Ali from Firangi 
Alahal was given on aceount of his discharge of duties of 
Tabligh ( Conversions ). In the Amritsar ( ingress ) Meet- 
ing, when all the topmost Hindu leaders were present, he 
gave the message of Islam by name to each one of them and 
moreover he gave the message of Islam to the Viceroy and 
tWugh Lord Chelmsford to king George V. This was the 
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' 'duty of the Real Ulema (learned). When he (Maulana 
Muhammad All ) discharged this duty on a grand scale, then 
from this place { Firangi Mahal ) this title of exalted office 
was presented to him. ’ ’ 

It is a different matter, altogether, whether Mr. Jluliam- 
mad All did reahy give the message of Islam to every top- 
most Hindu leader at Amritsar ; but when I asked Pandit 
Nehru and Malviya, the late lamented Deshbandlu C. R. Das 
. and ]\Ir. C. Ihjayaraghavachariar and others, they denied 
having been addressed on this subject by the neo-Maulana. 
But these might have no place among the topmost Hindu 
leaders in the eyes of this Maulana. I, therefore, enquired 
■of Mahatma Gandhi and he too denied ha\nng been personall}’’ 
Approached by brother Muhammad Ali witli this message. 

Apologising to ni}^ readers for tliis digression which is by the 
Avaj*, I come to the point again. Maulana Muhammad Ali com- 
■ plained about political leaders taking him to task for sending a 
wre to tlie Sultan of Kabul urging him not to make peace with 
"the British Government. I, too, urged that it was not a wise 
-step that he had taken. He kept quiet at the time but when 
we reached tlie Anand Bhavan ( Pandit Nehru’s palace ), 
brother Muhammad Ali took me aside and taking out a paper 
from his hand-bag, gave a draft of a telegram to me to read. 
IVhat was my astonisliment when I saw tlie draft of the self- 
■■same telegram in the peculiar handwriting of the Father of 
•.the non-'violent non-co-operation movement ? 

Maliatma Gandhi reached Anand Bhavan on the next 
morning. It was his d^y of Maunavrata. \Mien I went to 
see him, he handed over to me a letter and a telegram which 
he had received from Pandit Mal'viyaji. The purport of tlie 
letter was that Lord Reading was a very good man in fact 
a saint and he appeared to be ready to give all the Reforms 
•4vhich the Indians wanted ; so brother Gandhi should make 
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haste to go to Simla to have an intcmcw with him ( Lord 
Reading). The telegram simpl}^ urged the necessity of 
Gandliiji's going to Simla with a loving threat that Malvij^aji 
would have to leaA^e tlie cool breeze of Simla for the burning" 
heat of Allahabad if he did not assent to go to Simla. 

I told Gandhiji not to go without consulting the Work- 
ing Committee of the Congress, which had been called for 
the next evening. The reasons which I then gave to dissuade 
Gandliiji from going to see Lord Reading need not be repeated 
here. Thej'" Avere repeated by Babu Ramananda Chatterji 
in the Modem Re\dew, 

Then came brother Andrews from Simla the same after- 
noon and after embracing me gave such a glowing account 
of his interA'iew witli the late Lord Chief Justice of Great 
Britian that all present were charmed. But I began a 
heartless cross-examination which elicited the fact that the- 
astute diplomat had been reading the simple heart of the- 
man of faith like an open book while keeping liis own heart 
and mind completely closed to the eyes of his intendewer.. 
Well, I gave my warning and my duty was discharged. Mahat- 
naaji could not pay the least attention to my warning because 
he had full faith in his invincibility and as regards consulting- 
the Working Committee he never thought of it. Mahatmaji 
went to Simla, he was made to sign a t5^ed letter, addressed 
to the Primte Secretarj’’ asking for an intervdew with the 
Viceroy and actually met Lord Reading. The upshot of that 
meeting is knoun all over the world. The astute diplomat 
took every advantage of the Saint’s sincerity and simplidtj'" 
and if Gandhiji’s trial of truthfulness and the preservation 
of the sanctiW of vow appeared with resplendent brightness, 
the actual mundane trophies of war remained in the hands 
of the man of the Avorld. — ^“The Liberator’ 29-7-26> 
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GANDHI CONFIRMS TIIF MESSAGE 

Mr. Gandhi addrcs.scd the Allahabad District Conference 
in the following manner held under the presidentship of 
i\Iaulana Mohamc<l AH : — 

He could not understand why the Ali Brothers were going to- 
be arrested as the rumour went, and why he was to remain free. 
They had done nothing, which he would not do. If they had’ 
sent a message to the Amir he also would send one, to inform 
the Amir that if he came no Indian as long as he, Mr. Gandhi, 
could Jielp it, would helj) the Government to drive him back. If 
a man was tnie to his religion no Afghan or any power on earth 
could make him transgress his religious precepts. He knew 
he could not as yet control the actions of alt Indians, but he 
knew many would not help the Government against the Amir as 
long as it would not grant " Swaraj ’’ and redress the Punjab 
and Khilafat wrongs. He called upon the audience to do 
notliing against the dictates of Congre.ss. They must report 
their grievances to the Khilafat and Congress Committees- 
and act according to the instructions received. 

— ‘Leader’ i2-5-2r 

<^ <C' <^ <0 

OUR NEIGHBOURS 

Tbc following article from ‘Young India* contains tlio dearest ovidenco 
of Gandbi'a treason. In tliis article bo orders tho non-cooperatora to pray for 
tbc defeat of (bo Government of India, in caso of an Afghan invasion and 
declares that nothing can prevent them from overrunning India if tboy wished to.]’ 

“Is not mj’’ article on the Afghan Boge}’- an invitation to 
the Afghans to invTidc the Indian border, and thus do I not 
become a direct party to violence ?” Thus asks Mr. Andrews.. 
“M}'’ article was written for Indians and for the Government. 

I do not believe the Afghans to be so fooHsh as to invade 
India on the strength of my article. But I see that it is 
capable of bearing the interpretation put unon it bv Mr. 
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.Andrews. I therefore hasten to inform all whom it may 
-concern that not only do I not want to invite the Af^ans 
■or anybody else to come to our assistance, but am anxious 
for them not to come to our assistance. I am quite confident 
•of India's ability to settle vdth the Government without 
-extraneous help. Moreover I am interested in demonstrat- 
ing the perfect possibility of attaining our end only by 
non-violent means.” I would therefore strain every ner\^e 
to keep the Afghans out of the Indian border, but my anxiety 
to keep them off the Indian border ^vill not go so far as to 
assist the Government with men or mone5^ 

In m}'' article I have put my position as clearly as 
possible. For me the existing Government is the most in- 
tolerable of all, it is the greatest danger to the manhood of 
India and I would welcome its re-formation at any cost. It 
is m}’’ settled conviction that it is a Godless Government. 
That there are good Englishmen and good Indians connected 
^vith it makes it all the more dangerous for India. It keeps 
the nation’s ej^es off the inherent evil of it. My attack is 
not against individuals, it is directed against the system, 
.against the aggregate called the Government. The best 
•of Viceroys have been powerless to eradicate the poison of 
the S5'’stem. The poison is its foundation. Therefore I can 
reconcile myself to aU the worst that can happen to India 
in the place of the present system. 

VTiat however I would do is totally different from what 
I can do. I am sorry to liave to confess that the movement 
Iras not yet acquired such hold on the soldier class as to 
■embolden them to refuse assistance to the Government in 
time of need. VTien the soldier class has realised that 
tlioy live for the nation, and that it is a travesty of a soldier's 
calling when he undertakes to kill to order, the battle of 
India’s worldly freedom is won -without more. As it is, 
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the Indian soldier is as much subject to fear as tlie la 5 Tnajiv 
He fills the recruiting ranks because he believes that there is 
no other means of liveliliood. The Government has made- 
tile profession of kiUing attractive bj' a system of special 
rewards, and by a system of skilfull}’’ devised punishments 
has made it well-nigh impossible for the soldier, once he is 
in, to get out vithout difficulty. In these circumstances 
I do not delude myself mth tlie belief that the British Govern- 
ment vdU bo Mdthout Indian help in the event of an immediate 
Afghan invasion. But it was my duty, especialty when, 
challenged, to put before the nation tlie position logically 
arising from Non-co-operation. It was necessary^ too, to 
warn the nation against being frightened by the Afghan bogey. 

The second part of tlie question contains, in m37' opinion, 
a misconception of non-violence. It is no part of the duty 
of a non-violent non-co-operator to assist the Government 
against war made upon it by^ others. A non-violent non- 
co-operator may not secretly or openly encourage or assist 
any such war. He may not take part directty or indirectly 
in it. But it is no part of his duty^ to help the 
Government to end the war. On the contrary his praj'er 
would be, as it must be, for the defeat of a power which ho 
seeks to destro 3 \ I, therefore, so far as m^'’ creed of non- 
violence is concerned, can contemplate an Afghan invasion 
ivith perfect equanimity, and equally so far as India’s safety 
is concerned. The Afghans have no quarrel witli India. They 
are a God-fearing people. I warn non-co-operators against 
judging the Afghans bj'’ the few savage specimens we see in 
Bombay or Calcutta. It is a superstition to' suppose that they' 
will overrun India if the British post at the frontier was 
withdrawn. Lot us remember tliat there is nothing to prevent 
them from overrunning India today, if they wished to. But 
they are as fond of their country' as we claim to be fond of • 
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•ours. I must devote a separate article to an examination of 
“the difficidt problem that faces the residents near tire frontier. 

— ‘Young India’ 18-5-21 

<•§> 

j\IORE CALUSINY 

[ In tliie passage Gandhiji denies Swami Shtaddhanand's allegations in a 
»jnost nnconvincing manner. The contrast between this answer and the pre- 
vious article proves that Oscaj Wilde had no reason to lament for “ The Decay 
• of Lying.”] 

Q. — ^You did not hesitate to jour the Ah Brothers in their 
-intrigue to invite AmanuUah Khan to invade India and set 
•up Muslim Raj. You drafted a wire for Maulana Mahomed 
_Ah advising the then Amir not to enter into a treaty nith 
the Britisli. The late Swami Shraddhanandji is reported to 
have seen the draft. And now you want the Hindus of 
-Sind to make a present of their hearths and homes to tlreir 
Mussalman oppressors instead of demanding the re-amalgama- 
tion of Sind with the Bombay Province, wliich alone 
•■can restore the reign of law to Sind. YTiy won’t you real- 
ise that in tliis age of enlightenment and progress what the 
minorities expect is effective protection of their due rights, 
not mere pious counsels of perfection ? 

A. — I have several such letters. Hitherto I have ignored them. 
.But noro I see that the news has gone through a revised and 
■enlarged editimi in the Hindu Mahasabha. An angry 
•correspondent threatens that persons like him. will begin 
■to beheve what has been stated . so authoritatively. For 
tlie sake of my reputation, therefore, I must answer the 
-question. But my ' correspondents should know that life for 
me would be a burden if I were to make it a point of controver- 
ting every false report about me or distortion of my 
writing. A reputation that requires such a mud-wnU of 
protection - is not worth keeping. So far as the charge 
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•of my intriguing with tlic Amir is concerned I can say that 
Ihei-e is no truth whatsoever in it. Further, I know that 
the ISrolhers stoutly denied the charge wlien it was brought 
to their notice. And I believed them implicitly. I do not 
remember having drafted any telegram on behalf of ^laidana 
Mahomed Ali to the then Amir. The alleged telegram is 
harmless in itself and does not warrant the deduction draum 
■from it. The late Swamiji never referred the matter to me 
for confmnation. It is wrong to say anything against dead 
men unless one has positive proof and stating it is relevant. 
The romance has been woven round my vTitings in ‘Young 
India.' Deductions drawn from them arc wholly unjustified. 
•I would not be guilty of inviting any power to invade India 
for the purpose of e.xpelling the English. For one thing, 
-it would be contrarjr to my creed of non-violence. For another, 
I have too great a respect for English braver}’- and anns to 
think that an invasion of India can be successful without a 
•strong combination of different powers. In any case, I 
have no desire to substitute British Rule with any other 
foreign rule. I want unadulterated Home Rule, however, 
inferior in quality it ma}^ be. IMy position remains today 
what it was when I wrote the ‘Young India’ paragraphs 
now sought to be used against me. Let me further remind 
•the readers that I do not believe in secret methods. 

As for Sind my advice stands. Reincorporation of 
Sind in the Bombay Province may or may not be a good 
•proposition on other grounds, but certainly it is not for the 
purpose of greater protection of life and property. Every 
•Indian, be he Hindu or an}’ other, must learn the art of 
protecting himself. It is the condition of real democracy. 
The State has a duty. But no State can protect those who 
will not share with it the duty of protecting tliemselves. 

On the W'ay to Delhi. — ‘Harijan’ 4-2-40 



Pre-war Conspiracies of the tnefian Muslims 


In this chai^ter we propose to relate the historj' of the- 
pre-war Muslim conspiracies for tlie purpose of establishing- 
^Inslim Raj inlndia. The readers will not othenvise realise how 
deep rooted these conspiracies have been. It is a well-known 
fact tliat all the plots of i\ruslims find support in their Scrip- - 
turcs. According to an injunction of Islam, the Muslims- 
must reside in that country’’ alone which is Dar-ul-Islam or 
whicliis Dar-ul-Aman, meaning those countries where Islamic - 
Raj has been established or those in which Islam can be- 
practised withoiit fear. Also it is exprcssely stated in their 
religious books that they must not reside in tliose countries - 
where Islam does not rule or where there is no free scope to ■ 
practise Islam. If the Islamic supremacy in a nation is- 
destroyed or if certain restrictions arc imposed on the practice - 
of Islam then the Muslims must eitlier leave "that countr}' - 
or revolt against the new rule. No less an authority than 
A. K. Azad, the present Congress President has said, “Against 
the non-Muslim Government, Islam prescribes only s\vord, - 
protracted battle and the cutting of throats.” Their re- ■ 
ligion has classed the nations in three categories. Dar- 
ul-Islam which is tlie land of Islam, Dar-ul-Aman where- 
Islam can be practised freely, and that nation where restric- - 
tions are imposed on Islam is Dar-ul-Harab or battlefield. 
According, to the Muslim Scriptmes, India is neither Dar- • 
ul-Islam, nor Dar-xil-Aman. In a meeting of the Central - 
Legislature on 26-8-38, Kaji Mahomed Ahamad Kajimi . 
a follower of the late Mahomad Ali, frankly says, "After the - 
abolition of the posts of Quazis in 1864, we find .that the real i 
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agitation started In India. It was at that time that continuous 
agitation was carried on by the I\lussalmans and thej^ decided 
that India was not Dar-ul-Islain, it ceased to be Dar-ul-./\jnan 
and it was Dar-uI-Harab, Even up till today certain of our 
prayers are offered on the basis that it is Dar-ul-Harab.” 

Criticising these uttorences of Kajimi, Suresli-Chandra 
Deo remarks in tlie I. A. R., “ Here we think wo get an inside 
view of the mind of the I\Iuslims in India, who under the 
influence of old-world ideas are being taught everyday of 
their life in their mosques that India is a country' of cnmit3^ 
We have been told of a .sect among the Muslims of Bengal 
about 30 laklis strong to whom congregational pra3^crs are 
prohibited, owing to an injunction of Quran. Because in 
enemy countries, the life of the faithful lussenibled in a congrega- 
tion for pra3*cr was likeh' to be e.xposed to attacks leading 
to mass massacre. This dailv repetition of India being an 
enemy countr3*, the offering of dail3'‘ pra3'ers based on tlio 
thought or belief that India was Dar-ul-Harab, this practice ■ 
creates and starts those mental jirocesscs that make the 
Muslims in India so impatient, that make possible that out- 
burst of violence of thought and action at the slightest of ■ 
occasions. ” 

Now, do we roall3^ understand how these riots fomented 
1)3'' Jiluslims originate in mosques. Wflien once Muslims have 
decided that India is Dar-ul-Harab, a battle field, then the3>' are 
either to conquer it or runaway from the battle field. Of these 
two paths, that of leaving India, or Hi j rat has been proved 
unsuccessful according to the results of 1921. Hence those 
faitliful Muslims have but only one wa3f and that is ‘Jihad.’ 
In fact the Muslims liave declared Jiliad on India from 1824. 
For the Rowlatt Committee members, while describing the ' 
genesis of Islamic conspiracies say, “ Sau'ad Ahmad, who ' 

had begun life as a soldier of fortune, adopted Wahabri docti- 
6 
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ncs, visited Mecca in 1822, returned to India, where lie acquired 
a following at various jilaoes in tlio Gangctic plane, and in 
1824 appeared among the mountain tribes on the Peshawar 
border, preaching Jihad or war against tlic Sikh Kingdom 
of the Punjab, Together with his adherents, he founded 
a Colony which, altliough small, lias survdved many vicissi- 
tudes and remains until now. It has frequently been assisted 
by reenuts and funds from Co-religionists in this country..,. 
Its members regard India as a land not governed by Muslims 
and therefore unfit for Muslim habitation, a land of the enemy 
( D.ar-ul-Harab ). They ha\-e always preached Jihad. Thc}’^ 
have always kept in touch with and drawn support from 
a secret organisation of friends in India. During the troubles 
of 1S57, they were joined b}' a number of mutineers and 
endeavoured unsuccessful!}' to bring about a general frontier 
attack. Later on, they took part in various border wars and 
in 1915 were concemetl in the rising, which led up to the 
engagements at Rustam and Shabkadr. ” They further 
state, " The flight of the fifteen students from Lahore in 
February 1915, was a visible sign that there are in this country, 
as there were fifty years ago, a few Jlahomedans who teach 
that the way of salvation lies in waging war against the infidel 
Government of India either personally or by recruiting for 
or sending money to the Mujaliidin. This fact has been 
established by otlrer evidence. In Januaiyr 1917, it was 
discovered that a party of eight JIahomedans had joined the 
Mujahidins from the districts of Rangpur and Dacca in Eastern 
Bengal. In March 1917, two Bengali Jlahomedans- were 
arrested, in the North-M'^est Frontier Province u'ith Rs. Sooo, 
in their possession, which they were conve}'ing to the fanatical 
colony. ” 


It, has now been established from Rowlatt Report that 
there is a fanatical colony of JIusHms on the Frontier who 
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propagate in favour of 'jihad’ and that there is a secret or- 
ganisation in India wliich aids this colony, in men and money. 
Now it is i^ropcr to state as to who were the people that 
supj)orted this fanatical colony in men. This information 
can be had from ‘India as I knew it’ of Sir l\Iichel Odwayer 
the then Governor of Punjal). ^^'c now quote this infor- 
mation as stated in our ' Ladhau Rajkaran. ’ “ In 1914, a 

IMuslim Educational Conference was held at Rawalpindi. 
Among others extremist Muslims like Mahomed Ali and 
Mr. .-Vbiil Kalam Azad attended this conference. MTien tliis 
■conference was o\'cr some of them went to Peshawar and some 
to liJihore. There these leaders addressed private meetings of 
students, or injected them with their views at tea parties. After 
the departure of these leaders Sir Michel Odwayer came to know 
much about tlieir activities. In February 1915, 15 students from 
Lahore and many others from Pesaliwar and Kohat ran away 
from their homes as is obvious from Rowlatt Report. These 
fugitivas had first been to the colony of fanatics. ” Having 
stained their hands in this affair tlie above mentioned Maulanas 
wore arrested in 1915 under D. I. A. The readers can well 
realise as to the part played by our present, Rashtrapati 
in anti-national conspiracies. Further light is shed on the 
-above affair b}'' a statement of A. K. Azad quoted from the 
Leader ’ of 3-6-21. 

“ Regarding the Afghan Bogey the Maulana thinks that 
"the man who saw Pandit I\Iadan Mohan IMahdya at Benaras 
was not from Kabul but from India itself and was sent by 
Moulvi Niamutullah, the chief of the old Indian Mujahidins 
•of Bunair, in the N. Frontier. The Maulana says that 
in March 1920 tliis man saw him too in Bombay when 
he ( the ^laulana ) was there for the Congress and Khilafat 
•conferences just after his release from internment. ” 

Even before the outbreak of war tlie Muslim leaders 
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were engaged in conspiring avitli Turkey, In 1912 Indian 
Muslims had raised a fund to aid the Turks. In order to 
hand over the sum Maulana Jaffarah of Lahore had been to 
Istambul personally. A carpet from Khalifa was presented 
to the Badashahi Mosque of Lahore through his consul general 
Khalil lOialid Bey, who had been to India in the early months 
of 1914. In 1912 Dr. Ansari had been to Istambul to serr’^e 
the injured Turk soldiers. In return two doctors from 
Turkey came to India and we can clearly guess their actirities 
from Rowlatt Report “ Tluough influences of this kind, the 
outbreak of the war found a small section of Punjab 
Muslims out of humour vith the British Govermnent." 

One can now realise how close must have been the contact 
of Azad ( once a Turk citizen ) with the Turkish emissaries. 

This being the history’- of pre-war Muslim conspiracies, 
it is no wonder that Khilafat leaders demanded help from 
Amir Amanulla, in 1920-21. 



WARTIME TREACHERy 


Bhai Paramanand in his iatroduction to tlie History of 
Hindu Mahasabha observes, “ The alliance between Mahatma 
•Gandhi and the Ali Brothers, forfns ia my opinion one of the 
most unfortunate episodes, in the recent history of Hindu- 
sthan. ” The alliance is not only woeful but also very instruc- 
tive. It desen'^es a careful study. 

Before we analyse the friendship between Gandhiji 
nnd his dear Brothers, let us first study Gandhiji's psychology. 
Grandhiji is a theist, a devout Vaishnav, worshipping God as 
a beloved worships her Lover. This peculiar trait in his 
mentality is well illustrated in a book edited by Sir Radha- 
krishnan. This trait and the psychology behind it are met 
at every step in his career and politics. A specific instance 
of tins tendency is quoted by IMr. Indulal Yagntk in his 
work ‘ Gandhiji as I know him.’ Gandhiji was standing 
as a witness before the Hmiter Committee. 

” To a question by Sir Chimanlal if a high degree of 
saintliness and spiritual cidture was not required to enable 
one to suffer \vithout rancour and resentment, Mr. Gandhi 
promptly replied, " Sir Chimanlal, every woman suffers yet 
•every woman is not a saint.” This episode tlrro^vs a flood 
-of light on Gandhiji’s mental make-up. He also displays 
his sophistic bias in his repty. Unlike other Vaishnavas he 
is a ‘sophist’ out and out. 

Women are always ambitious to convert and ennoble 
men of sinful life by their magnetic influence. In his school 
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days Gandliiji tried a similar experiment on a vicious student. 
They became fast friends. In his autobiography Gandhiji 
makes a reference to this event. He told his mother and 
brother " I know he has the weaknesses you attribute 
to him, but jmu do not know his virtues. He cannot lead me 
astray as my association with him is meant to reform him.” 
This manifests another besetting sin of Gandhiji, viz. his 
pompous vanity. As a result of that friendship, contracted 
in defiance of the advice given by his elders, Gandhiji was 
on the point succumbing to the evil influences. He was 
saved from the mishap b}^ his good luck. Gandhiji’s friend- 
ship with the Muslims belongs to the same catego^3^ He 
says in his autobiography ; — 

“I was seeking the friendship of good Mussalmans and 
was eager to understand the Mussalman mind throu^ contact 
with their purest and most patriotic representatiyes. I 
therefore never needed any pressure to go with them vcherever 
they took me in order to get into intimate touch mth them.” 

In those daj^s he did not realise the fact that he was 
seeking a mirage. There was hardly any Mussalman who 
was religious and at the same time patriotic — a lover of India. 
After twenty years’ experience he may have made the painful 
discover^'’, but his vanity is so strong that he would never 
acknowiedge the truth. 

Gandhiji remarks further on, “ Next I opened corresr 
pondence with the Government for the release of the Brothers. 
In that connection I studied the Brothers’ views and activi- 
ties about the Khilafat. I had discussions with Mussalman 
friends. I felt that if I wnuld become a true friend of the 
Muslims, I must render all possible help in securing the release 
of the Brothers and a just settlement' of the IChilafat question.” 

We have to remember that Ali Brothers were strong: 
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protagonists of pan-Islaniic movement. Gandhiji became 
their friend with a view to understand the Muslim mind. 
He wanted to convert them into patriotic Indians. In his 
attempt to fuse Islam vdth Indian Nationalism Gandhiji 
himself became its mortal enemy. He lost his nationalism. 

Let us suiA’-ey the situation in India, when Gandliiji 
took the fatal decision of striving, for tlie release of Ali Brothers 
and the resurrection of the Khilafat. 

In tlie 3’-ear 1917, when the Government had decided to 
release Mrs. Besant, they were viUing to let off Ali Brothers 
too on certain conditions. One Mr. Abdul Majid, a high 
officer in C. I. D. was deputed to Chhindwada where the Brothers 
were interned. He interviewed the Brothers and communica- 
ted the official formula for their release. It ran thus : — 

" I shall abstain during tlie remainder of the war from 
doing, ^vriting or saying anything intended or reasonably 
likely to encourage or assist the enemies of the ICing Emperor. 
( Turkey, the head of the Islamic countries and the centre 
of pan-Islamic movement was at war udth England then ). 
I shall also abstain from doing, writing or sajdng an}'- thing, 
intended or reasonably likely to be construed as an attack 
upon the allies and friends of the King Emperor. 

“I also promise to abstain from violent or unconstitutional 
agitation which is likely to afiect the public safet}'. The 
abstentions promised above are not intended to cause me to 
refrain from participation in politics witliin constitutional 
limits.” 

The second condition is important inasmuch as it 
suggests tlie intrigues in which Ali Brothers were actively 
engaged when they Avere free. « 

Ali Biotliers added their rider to the above formula. 

" We understand and base tlie above undertaking on 
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the clear understanding that the abstentions promised above, 
arc not intended to restrict in the slightest measure our freedom 
to observe all our religious duties as Mussalmans. 

Government did not accept the rider as it nullified the 
formula and left the ]3rothcrs free to follow the dictates of 
their Khalifa and the Fatwas of jMullas and ilonlavis. The 
Brothers were not released. 

In order to grasp the implications contained in the rider 
whicb on its face appears quite innocuous we quote an incident 
irom the History' of Afghanistan by Sir George Mac-Mun. 
During tlie Great War of the Turkish Ambassador went 

to Kabul to solicit tlie help of the Amir. The Amir replied — 

“ But a good Muslim am I and what the Khalifa ( the 
Emperor of Turkey) wills is mine to do. I .await the 
'Turkish armies on their way to India and I slinll be ready 
to lead the hosts of Islam liy their side.” 

To a good Muslim the command of the Khalifa, who is 
the supreme religious authority of Islam, is sacrosanct and 
inviolable. The Amir Habibullah was a pious Muslim. So 
were Ali Brotliers, ^^Tlcnever there is a conflict between 
the two loyalties, the loyalty to one's oum country and the 
loyalty to the Khalifa, a good Muslim has to turn a traitor 
to the country and obey the spiritual authorit5\ Ali Brothers 
■yvere imprisoned by Government when engaged in ful- 
filling devoutly tlieir duty as pious Muslims. Nationalism 
in India is incompatible with the idea of Islam. 

IVIr. Ghate, the pleader of Ali Brothers in his open letter 
to Ltrs. Besant obser\’-cs ; — 

“ There are two letters wliicli were clearly stated to 
have persuaded the Government of India at the last moment, 
not to restore their alleged authors to liberty. One of these 
is stated to be a letter "written "to His Majesty the Amir of 
Aghanistan by IVIr. Mahomed Ali in Persian — a language in 
which I understand he cannot and has never attempted to 
■ compose. In this he is alleged to have asked the Amir to 
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invade India. It is stated that this letter was actually 
received by his Majesty and then sent to Government 
through a special messenger.” 

Tlte Brothers declared the letter to be a forger}'. The 
partisans of Ali Brothers including Gandliiji persist in 
saying tlaat it must be a forged letter for the simple reason 
that ^Vli Brothers declare it to be one. Can credulity go 
further ? 

We beg to quote an extract from the Historic State 
Trial of Ali Brotlicrs and Five Others. Ali Brothers were 
4urrcsted for treason and tried at Karachi. During tire course 
•of the trial wc read ( \ndc page 255 ). 

“ Here !Mr. jMohomed Ali quoted a letter which he had 
sent to the Viceroy when he was in jail, concerning the Afghan 
war, pointing out that Muslims could not help the Govern- 
ment against tire Afghans but on the contrary were bound 
by their religion to sympathise with the latter, imless it was 
•clearly shown that the yVfglian War wns not tire outcome of 
the treatment meted out by the British Gor'cmment to the 
Khilafat, but w’as an act of agression pure and simple on 
the part of the Afghans. 

“He said that tire I^iccroy never harrged Irim for that but 
•on the contrary let Irim off and even arranged for his passage 
to England to educate the British pirblic on tire matter of 
the IHrilafat. ” 

A man who is capable of waiting in tlris veiir to the Viceroy 
may protest vociferously tlrat his letter requesting the Amir 
of Afghanistan to invade Irrdia is a dowarright forgery* 
Would any sane person ever beheve in his protests ? 

In a speech delivered at Karaclri, Mahomed Ah had 
discussed the ethics of Iris promises. He maintained that 
there arc occasions when our opponents have no right to 
•complain that we are untrue to our pledged word. He 
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explained to M’hat extent he was going to carry out the pro- 
mises given to Lord Reading. Says he " Today no English- 
man has an}f right to enquire from us whether or not we shall 
stick to our promise until and unless those promises are 
fulfilled which are given to the whole world by Loyd George 
and which all have been falsified ; until and unless those 
promises are fulfilled U'hich were made by Lord Hardingc 
during the War. ■" 

The inference to be drawn is clear. So long as the 
British Government do not fulfil tlieir promises to the Muslims, 
the latter are not expected to be very scrupulous about their 
pledges. The Maulana was perfeetly right in taking up this 
attitude. ISTobody can blame him for adopting this stand in 
matters of politics. The point is, can Gandhiji associate 
himself intimately with men who profess such ideas of relative 
morality ? Are they not destructive of absolute truth which 
he preaches to the w'orld ? How can he embrace them as 
his brothers ? 

We may grant that Mahomed Ah could not write a letter 
in Persian, but that does not prove that the letter he sent 
to the Amir of Afghanistan w'as not his letter. The mother of 
Mahomed Ali did not know English but she did not repudiate the 
English letters mitten byMr.Ghate, the pleader, at her instance. 

We can adduce a circumstantial evidence regarding 
the genuineness of the letter. If it W'as not Mahomed Ali’s,. 
who forged it ? Certainly it cannot be the Goverrunent of 
India. They had nothing to gain by this iorgery. On the 
other hand if people learnt that such a letter was in the 
possession of the Government, the Amir, who was friendlt’’ 
to them, ran the risk of losing his life. We must peep a little 
into the Histor}'’ of Afghanistan to understand this intricate 
problem. In October iqi5 a Turko-German deputation 
arrived at Kabul. It egged on the Afghan Government,. 
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to invade India. At tliis time the Afghans, who arc noted’ 
for their religious zeal, were heart and soul with tlic Turkish’ 
people. Amir Habibullali found himself between two fires. 
He was a friend of the Government of India who paid him 
a handsome subsidy. The Turks were his co-religionists 
and the}' were in danger. The Amir was forced to sign a 
treaty against his wishes with the Germans and the Turks. 
Afterwards the Amir took a memorable step, Sardar Iqbal 
Ali Shah, the Afghan Historian refers to it as follows : — 

'‘]\reantinxe Amanullah’s father, one dark night called 
the Moslem representative of Britain at Kabul and exhorted 
him to communieate his message in utmost secrecy, more or 
less in the following terms. “ Tell your Government that I 
am their loyal friend. They ought to believe in me; and if 
in any of my actions or xitteranccs they see anything contrary 
to this idea, tell them that that is being done on purpose. 
My position is verj’’ delicate.” 

It is surmised that with a view to convince tlic Govern- 
ment of India of his absolute sincerity and fidelity, he handed 
over to the representative, the confidential letters tliat he 
had received from the Indian Muslim conspirators at the 
same time. When the Afghan subjects of Habibullali 
got an inkling of this secret intendew they were enraged. 
Iqbal Ali Shall says “ Habibullali thenceforward was a marked 
man, one in whom tlic nation had no confidence.” 

The Afghans were already highly displeased vitli the 
Amir because he had refused to invade India in accordance 
with tlie wishes of the Khalifa. If over and above tins they 
had knovTi that he supplied the British Government, wha 
were at war witli the Khalifa, the secret documents of the 
pan-Islamist conspirators, there was every likelihood of an 
immediate revolution in Afghanistan. The Government of 
India kept mum over tlie letter of Mahomed Ali in order to- 
save their friend, the Amir. But when Mr. Montagu assumed 
the office of the Secretaiy^ of State for India, the friends of 


76 


GANDlIl-MUSLIM CONSPIRACY 


Ali Brothers pressed the Government of India for their re- 
lease. The Rajah of Mahamudabad, a friend of Mahomed 
Ali was informed by the Government in confidence of some 
of the intrigues of IMahomed Ali ; Mahomed Ali got the news 
of Habibullah's secret through the Rajah, his friend. IMr. 
•Ghate, the pleader of Mahomed Ali VTote an open letter to 
Mrs. Besant stating therein the charges preferred by the 
'Government against his client. Mr. Ghate attempted to 
rebut these charges towards the close of igiy. Dr. Ansari 
issued a pamphlet in defence of Mahomed Ali in the year 
1918. It contained IVIr. Ghate's letter. The pamphlet had 
an aU India circulation. Since the publication of the pamphlet 
there were attempts to assasinate HabibuUah. By the end 
of igi8 on the occasion of his birthday, the Amir was fired 
at. The bullet missed its target. The attempt proved 
abortive ; but the criminal could not be traced bj'^ the Afghan 
Police. At last the Amir was murdered at midnight in 
February iQig. When ve reflect on this sequence of events, 
-we come to the conclusion that the Government were quite 
justified in their discretion. The moment the^r revealed the 
secret of the Amir to the Rajah of Mahamudabad, their friend's 
life was jeopardised. 

Sir Shankaran Nair, an ex-President of the Congress 
and a member of the Viceroy’s Executive Council was also 
■convinced that a conspiracy was being hatched by 
Mahomed Ali in conjunction with the Afghan Government. 
We can prove it from the interview which Mrs. Besant had 
\vith the Viceroy in connection vath the release of Ali Brothers. 
Referring to this interview Mrs. Besant remarks, 

“ H. E. the Viceroy was willing to listen to every 
argument I could urge, and encourage the most complete 
frankness of speech, but he refused to regard my own case 
as on aU fours with ( she had been interned by the Govt, 
and later on released.) that of ^lahomed Ali. The one was 



